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Records of Discoveries of Bronze Vessels
in Literary Sources

—and Some Pertinent Remarks on Aspects of Chinese Historiography *

NOEL BARNARD

Numerous refere: ; ) of their d1scovery may be found in the
traditional literature of purported pre-Han comp ation, in the Dynastic Histories, and amongst
miscellaneous writings e origin of the earliest of these transmitted sources, in the form now
current, dates back to the early reigns of the Western Han period, but only a few fragments of
actual Han “manuscript” — in the shape of the Hsi-p’ing #° engraved Stone Classics, circa 175
A.D. — have survived (Ma Heng H#; , Han shih-ching chi-ts’un 1§84 , Peking, 1957). 2
Occasionally there is a chance find such as that of Mo-chii-tzu, Wu-wei HEEIH 1 , Kansu,
Tomb No.6 containing Western Han brush-written wooden tablets with sections of the Yi-li #%ii& ,
one of the “Three Books of Ceremonies” (Wu-wei Han-chien, Peking, 1965). Unfortunately

* In its original form the present survey was prepared during 1962-3, along with several other introductory
chapters, for a publication venture that has since fallen by the wayside. Although it was first written more for
general background reading such as non-sinological readers of a bronze catalogue might find useful, I believe the
subject will be found of some interest by the specialist reader. In revising the survey thus for scholarly presen-
tation I have not, however, attempted to modify all aspects of the original style and presentatlon Retention of
dates of compilation of the individual Histories, liberal use of characters, numerical 'definitions of the sexagesimal
cyclical character combinations, etc. are features worth preserving partlcufaxly for the convenience of those who
like myself are not endowed with good memory. I am most grateful to Miss Winifred Mumford for the fine
draftsmanship of the drawings in. 'gures 5,7, 10, 13, 15 and 16, ‘and to Mr. Erwin Feeken for the drawings in
Figures 2 and 9, and for se f the components in F1gures 13 and 16. In the preparation of the remaining
Figures I am especially indel 1o Mr. Robert Cooper and other staff members of the Visual Aids Unit, AN.U.,
for photographic preparation.” ‘My thanks to Mr. Chang Kwang-yue 3EJ# , my present assistant, for his
preparation of the Chinese summary of this paper.

1 In the preliminary stages of data assembly, I consulted the convenient listings of relevant passages in Wei
Chi-hsien B7%R% , Chung-kuo k'ao-ku-hsiieh shih FEREHE%E | Chu Chien-hsin R&-L> , Chin-shih-hsiieh
&5, Jung Keng 7555 , Shang-Chou yi-ch’i t'ung-k'ao i E#%3%:8% , etc. Later, with the assistance of Mr.
Satd Tamotsu ZZBEF (Research Assistant in our Department at the time) further passages were found in the
Ku-chin t'u-shu chi-ch’eng % 45 Bl B 4 5% , Liu Sung-shu, Fu-jui-chih 814 &, FFE L, Ts'e-fu yiian-kueifft 15 78 »
and other such sources. In each case the cited passages in these works were each checked against such editions of
the original books as are available in our libraries here. Numerous discrepancies were noted and are recorded
either in the text of this survey or in the Appendix — I am especially indebted to Mr. Satd for his painstaking
attention to this section of the project. In the Appendix is presented a selection in the original text of just over
a hundred of the passages cited in the present study. Passages omitted are mainly those in the early part of the
study which for the most part have already appeared in translation. The selection is concerned specifically with
discovery notices and thus supplements the listings in the preceding sources. It is probably complete.

2 Attentmn should also be drawn to the recently published work of Ch’u Wan-liJE# B Han shih-ching
the 87 ng- shu ﬁ% with similar

of original text lost.
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archaeological discoveries of this kind have so far been extremely rare. Generally speaking, the
bulk of “original manuscript’”’ extant ranges only from T’ang to Sung. It is important that we keep
this situation in mind when we consult the traditional literature. Although appreciable proportions
of such highly venerated works as the Shu-ching 4 , the Shih-ching F¥#% , the Ch'un-ch’iu
Tso-chuan % FK /(% , and various other transmitted wntmgs existed in some form or other before
the infamous “burning of the books” which followed the unification of the States under Ch’in, the
recensions which issued forth in Han times cannot be accepted as wholly reliable versions. Con-
current Confucian concepts and contemporaneous ideas relating to a past already many centuries
removed from the Han present contributed largely to the reconstitutions effected upon the basis
of sporadlc dlscovenes of pre-Han manuscript which came to hght ina fragmentary and confused

of archaeological disco
research, and most imp
materials of antiquity described at some length in the traditional literature.

Bronze vessels and many facts related to them are now much better understood thanks to
the wealth of evidence unearthed over the last four decades or so. Elsewhere I have discussed in
some detail the unreliability of several early Chinese accounts of the manufacture of bronze vessels
in respect of technical considerations (Bronze Casting and Bronze Alloys in Ancient China,
pp.7-12), but this is not especially significant for it is clear that the writers concerned knew little
about practical aspects of casting, indeed, one would not normally expect to find the subject
adequately dealt with by purely literary men. While a lack of specific knowledge may be excusable
in a technical sphere, it can hardly be condoned when it comes to what were essentially subjects of
more general knowledge. A remarkable level of ignorance concerning various other aspects of the
bronze vessels is demonstrated by the inaccuracies in accounts scattered amongst the Tso-chuan,
the Chan-kuo ts'e BB , the Kuo-yii Rk , and other such sources. Upon due investigation
these accounts are sometimes found to possess a distinctly Han | ¢t one cannot always
maintain that the origin of the misconceptions is Han alth ugh se 'te: decisive instances may
be observed. On the other hand, it would need be conside d very surprising, indeed, that fifth to
third century writers should show themselves to have been so sadly misinformed on contempor-
aneous matters — in particular the nature of the inscription content.

1.‘ Literary Records of Inscription Content

From Han times there are recorded, in whole or in part, transcriptions of the inscriptions
that appeared on some of the vessels and other bronze artifacts whose discoveries are reported in
the Dynastic Histories and elsewhere. Appropriate observations regarding such recorded inscrip-
tions will be offered later as each occasion arises. Here, however, we shall review briefly a number
of much earlier recorded inscription texts which the purported pre-Han writers inform us were
incorporated in bronze vessels. It has been opined on many an occasion that Han writers, being
closer to the Shang, Western Chou, Ch’un-ch’iu, and Chan-kuo periods, must accordingly have
been better informed on numerous points of detail. By the same process of reasoning records made
prior to 3'che Han period should be even more reliable — it will be instructive to put thls matter to
the test.

3 The reasoning here may perhaps be taken a h un-ch’lu and Chan-kuo

periods seeking to formulate ngteg Cha
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One of the earliest “datable” inscription texts recorded in traditional sources is that at-
tributed to the Shang sovereign, Ch’eng-t’ang 1K), which appears in the Ta-hsiieh A3 it was
engraved on the P’an-basin of T’ang:

{1] If you can one day renovate yourself, do so from day to day. Yea, let there be daily renovation.
(Legge, I, p.361)%

Kuo Mo-jo FFik%;, in one of his earlier publications (Chin-wen ts’ung-k'ao 4: 3L #'% , pp.81-3)
compared the nine characters of the Ta-hsiieh P’an-basin text with the set of three inscribed Ko-
dagger-axes reproduced here in Figure 1. Upon the basis of these inscriptions he reconstructed the
archaic form of the record as shown and further suggested that the upper sections of the characters
were probably in a somewhat mutllated state and accordin. ‘have been erroneously trans-

~ fasciniating theory and an excellent example

nind;: A ars ago, however, Tung Tso-pin Fi{EH
demonstrated quite ively that the‘ three inscribed Ko-dagger axes are forgeries (Bulletin of
the College of Arts;} ational Taiwan University, No.1, pp.1-7).

Although Kuo’s theory regarding the P’an-basin inscription suffers somewhat as a con-
sequence, it does, nevertheless, bring to our attention a possible reason for the inappropriate
nature of the above traditional record as that of an inscription text; namely, the compiler may
have been at fault in his transcription. However, a mistake of this sort might be attributed only to
a Han or later writer; it would seem rather unlikely to have occurred if a text such as Kuo’s
reconstruction had, in fact, been consulted prior to Ch’in and Han times. It would appear, never-
theless, perfectly evident that the complete passage in the Ta-hsiieh is merely designed to effect a
play on the word #1 hsin “new” and accordingly the inscription text, as in the following ex-
amples, must have been invented simply to suit the purpose of the writer.

In the Tso-chuan three alleged inscription texts are recorded:

[2] LiChih #-“% had the words engraved on a vessel: ““I grasped K
him. No one dared to stop me.” (Hsi 25; Legge V,p.195

[3]  The inscription on the Ting-cauldron. of Ch'a
and become greatly 1st1ngulshed but in; future -
idle.” (Chao, 3; Leggegzv p.589)

neratlons your descendants will still become

[4]  After him there was Cheﬁg K'ao-fu IE# % who gave his aid to the Dukes Tai ¥ , Wu 4\ , and
Hsiian 7 . He rose to the third degree of office and with every step his humility increased. Hence
the inscription on the Ting-cauldron in his ancestral temple said: “When he got the first appoint-

well have based their compositions on the style and content of contemporary inscriptions. Thus where such
“deception” might be attempted it should be recognisable. It may be deemed highly unlikely, perhaps, that they
would construct and incorporate in their writings an inscription text which their colleagues would know to be
inappropriate. It is, accordingly, my assumption that pre-Han writers in their presentation of an inscription text
(which they allege to derive from a ritual bronze vessel) should either have based it upon a real inscription — if of
Shang or Western Chou date — or a near-contemporary one if concerned with personages and events much
closer to their times. Where the alleged inscription text fails to match such archaeological examples the source
will necessarily be one of questionable validity.

4 Numbers in square brackets alongside each translated passage refer to the original Chinese texts a con-
siderable number of which appear in the Appendix. The latter are indicated by, an.asterisk alongside the
reference number. See Bibliography for details of simplified reference procedure and ohs employed — entries
such as “Legge, I, ”KBTK ', etc. are also placed m alphabetl sequénc nslations by other authorities are




Noel Barnard

o0
¥
<




459

Transcriptions:

AKX LR R R R
% H H 5 H H
HX £ % % &
Z

Bl A A+ & & &
BE X £« £« E B B
Z HHH%Z®%E

%o 5%

C. X
i
]

2

=)
SE]

! ; —=s
——]
FIGURE 1 Left: The three inscribed v
Ko-dagger-axes said to have been ex-
cavated at Pao-ting f#5E and first known ,

in the collection of Lo Chen-yii. Modern

character transcriptions appear with each.

Above: A further inscribed ko-dagger-axe

of comparable style but uncertain prov- - -

enance. Right: Kuo Mo-jo’s reconstruc- 5\ ﬁ L
tion of the inscription in the P’an-basin

of T'ang — where the line of break is H ;| - |
shown, the character remnants could, he - -~ -
suggests, be read in line with the present g g ¥
text of the Ta-hsiieh.
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ment, he walked with his head bowed down. When he got the second, with his shoulders bent;
when he got the third, with his whole body bent. In this way he hurried -along the walls, saying to
himself: ‘Thus no one will presume to despise me. I will have congee in this boiler; I will have
gruel in this boiler, — to satisfy my hunger.” ”” Such was his humility. (Chao, 7, Legge, V, p.6 19)°

In the Kuo-yii there is recorded the contents of one inscription text:

[S] During the last days of Shang there was an inscription made which stated: “Deficient in virtue and
unfulfilling in their obligations they could not gain greatness but only draw upon themselves
anxieties; deficient in emolument and unsatisfied in their ambitions, they could not fatten (their
purses) but only incur melancholy.” (Kuo-yii, Chin-yii, 7.3b) :

Mo-tzu 't - refers to an aspect of the inscripti effect, quotes the wording

concerned:

[6] Princes have a their neighbouring states killing their people and seizing their oxen, horses,
grain, and goo ereupon have written these facts on bamboo tablets and silken (scrolls) and
have engraved th n bronze and stone; in making inscriptions in Chung-bells and Ting-cauldrons
they have transmitted these records to posterity of later ages stating: “None possesses so much as

1.” (Mo-tzu, Lu-wen KBTK, XIV, 13.5)
The Li-chi i records the longest of the inscription texts in the traditional literature; it reads:

[7]1 In the sixth month, on the day ting-hai |}’ % [24], the Duke went to the Grand Temple, and said,
“My young uncle, your ancestor Chuang Shu §{:4 assisted Duke Ch’eng B 2% , who ordered him
to follow him in his difficulties on the north of the Han ¥ , and afterwards to come to him in
his palace of imprisonment in the honoured capital of Chou /4 ; and all these hurried journey-
ings he endured without wearying of them. From him came the helper of Duke Hsien Kk2y , who
charged your later ancestor. Your deceased father Wen Shu AL cherished and stimulated in
himself the old desires and aims, roused and led on the admirable officers, and showed his own
great personal interest in the State of Wei fil . His labours for our ducal house never wearied
early or late so that the people all testified how good he was.” further said, “My young
uncle, 1 give you [this Ting-cauldron with its] inscriptien.:Car out the services of your
father.” K’uei bowed with his head to the ground, and said, ** jonse to the distinction you
have conferred upoti'me 1.will take your great and important charge, and I will put it on the Yi-
vessels # and T nter s: e.” (KBTK, XVII, 25.12-13; Legge, 2.252)

Of the above recorded inscriptions items [2] to [6] may be dismissed without detailed dis-
cussion on the cortent, the vocabulary, etc. as it is quite obvious upon comparison with the whole
corpus of inscription texts reproduced since Sung times to the present that the above are merely
imaginative literary embellishments. They are of a character possible in Han but surely not earlier.
The Li-chi example, however, requires some comment in view of Kuo Mo-jo’s study (op. cit.,
pp.84-7; also YCHP, vol.9). He remarks to the effect that this recorded inscription is for the most
part identical with ancient vessel texts now available — that it was based upon an original inscrip-
tion is not to be doubted. But, he continues, the characters have suffered alteration at the hands
of later generations of scribes and thus we now find the character {i chia written for ancient # :
% ko “go to” [but the archaic sound reconstructions are respectively: ka and klik GSR 33,
766], F&i7 written instead of {7, etc. For the bulk of his discussion, however, Kuo is con-
cerned with the character B¢ pi “brilliant” in the last sentence and seeks to equate it with fif yi
“my”” which sometimes occurs in Eastern Chou style inscriptions

an text before and after it in

5 Ssu-ma Ch’ien repeats this passage, together with:a fair ¢
3 ihichi-hui-chu k'ao ome interesting variations in text

his K’ung-tzu shih-chia K AS hui-ch
may be noted.
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The rather awkward reference to the “honoured capital of Chou” which had been destroyed
long before the time of the investee’s forebear is glossed over far too naively, while the presentation
of a vessel already bearing its inscription (7~ i §% ) is re-interpreted by means of the useful chia-
chieh {5 method which allows almost any desired meaning to be asserted. Even should crucial
points of doubt of this kind be disregarded, the fact that a few phrases and characters found often
in bronze inscriptions occur also in a recorded text of this kind is hardly to be taken as a matter of
especial significance. Greater numbers of identical terms will be found in many sections of the
Shu-ching, the Shih-ching and the Tso-chuan, even in passages of about the same length as the
above. If we study the text from the point of view of its discrepancies, however, it becomes indeed
apparent that the compiler knew only a little of the content and style of ancient inscription texts.

Certain features of the ancient feudal ceremo jes:.were;inevertheless, sometimes fairly

[8] Anciently the inktjeliig‘e ers conferred rank on the virtuous, and emoluments on the meritorious;
and the rule was that this should take place in the Grand Temple, to show that they did not dare
to do it on their own private motion. Therefore, on the day of sacrifice, after the first presenting
of the cup to the representative, the ruler descended and stood on the south of the steps on the
east, with his face to the south, while those who were to receive their appointments stood facing
the north. The recorder was on the right of the ruler, holding the tablets on which the appoint-
ment was written. He read these and each man-bowed twice, with his head to the ground, received
the writing, returned home and presented it in his own ancestral temple — such was the way in
which rank and reward were given (Li-chi, Chi-t'ung, KBTK, XVII, 25.8-9; Legge, 2.247)

Here, the compiler was aware that the seigneur faced the south during the investiture ceremony
while the investee faced the north; the recorder may possibly have been on the seigneur’s right but
inscription evidence speaks only of the investee’s patron “entering on the right (or, to assist)”.

The latter was invariably a person of high rank, thus the inscriptions do normally mention the
recorder until the reading of the seigneur’s decree takes lace. | more reliable account

[91 On ting-wei Tk 4 ‘fn

King, — 100 chariots with their horses all in mail, and 1,000 foot-soidiers. The earl of Cheng
5 141 acted as assistant to the King in treating the Marquis with the ceremonies with which King
P’ing 7% I© had-treated his ancestor. On chi-yu U7 [46], the King feasted him with sweet
spirits, and conferred on him various gifts. He also commissioned the Yin-shih %X officer and
his own brother Hu i ¥ with the Nei-shih M52 officer, Shu Hsing-fu M8 % , to convey the
written appointment # 4 of the Marquis of Chin to be the Chief of the Princes {%1fi . He
awarded him the robes to be worn in the carriage adorned with metal and those proper for a
chariot of war, one red bow and a hundred red arrows, a black bow and a thousand arrows, a jar of
spirits made from the black millet flavoured with herbs, and three hundred life-guards. The words
of the appointment were: “The King says to his Uncle, reverently discharge the King’s commands,
so as to give tranquillity to the States in every quarter, and drive away all who are ill-affected to
the King.” Thrice the Marquis declined his honours; but at last accepting them he said: “I, Ch’ung-
erh #H | venture twice to do obeisance, with my head bowed to the earth, — and so do I receive
and will maintain the great, distinguished, excellent charge of the Son of Heaven.” With this he
received the tablet and went out. (Hsi, 28; Legge, V, p.211)

' Shih-ching (Ode 79)
nd in other such sources. If,
) be no reason to question them
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It is interesting to observe that in this particular year of reign of Duke Hsi of Lu (632 B.C.)
are recorded the events related to the “difficulties” of Duke Ch’eng of Wei in passage [7] above.
Thus the two accounts of ceremonial procedures might be expected to parallel one another more
closely than they actually do. Although this Tso-chuan account provides a comparatively accurate
record of the feudal investiture ceremony as attested by numerous early Western Chou bronze
inscriptions, it is not entirely certain that it was based upon such inscriptions. Containing as it does
phrases and terms which frequently appear in the Shu-ching and the Shih-ching the probable
sources may not be far to seek particularly when we may consider the incorrectly rendered bows-
and-arrows formulae which should, it would be expected, be proportional as in ins. 118.1 (see my
study, MS Vol. XVII, p.22, note 11).” Furthermore, it may be o d:that several of the
ceremonial details are characteristic of Early and Mlddle Wester style inscriptions and
practically unknown in Eastern Chou i '
acceptably attested inseripti 4 ; N
Tso-chuan compiler p ly c nsulted Western hou mscnptlon texts, not appreciating their early
date, or did he simpl t relevant data from the Shu, the Shih and other such sources available
to him and wrote up the account on the basis of these? In either case, the chances of the compiler
being a Han period rather than a pre-Han period writer would appear to be high. In other sections
of the Tso-chuan there is further information relating to the inscribing of bronzes:

[10] Chi Wu-tzu KT had a bell, toned to the second note of the chromatic scale, cast from the
weapons he had acquired in Ch’i P and had the services performed by Lu & engraved upon it.
Tsang Wu-chung WX {H said to him: “This is contrary to rule. What should be engraved on such
articles is — for the Son of Heaven, his admirable virtue; for the Prince of a State, a record of his
services estimated according to the season in which they have been performed; for a great officer,
his deeds worthy of being mentioned.® And such deeds are the lowest degree (of merit so com-

— a disturbing situation arises in terms of the antiquity of scale armour and particularly in respect of its use in
the protective covering of horses. Not only is there a conspicuous lack of metal lames or scales from excavations
of pre-Han sites in association with human remains let alone with horses but also snsive investigation into
the nature of the chanot itself shows only too well that 1t could never as a military vehicle. The

] ssenger could maintain a standing

chariot had no effectxve
fashion or seiza). In Han ti however, higher railings, better seating facilities, various forms of canopies, and
improvements in the shaft.and yoke made possible the use of chariots in hunting and in warfare — particularly in
association with cavalry; To what extent scale armour was used is not clear from archaeological remains (cf.
Figure 2). Attention should, of course, be drawn in this connection to the sole find reported to date of “‘leather
lames” in a Chan-kuo period Ch’ang-sha tomb (No. 15: KKHP, 1957. 1:96, PL. I1, 7) which may have functioned
as armour. Several wooden figures bearing painted representation of a similar form of leather (?) lames are
illustrated in Hayashi Minao’s #KC2%% 5 recently published Chugoku Yin-Shu jidai no buki bR BL EING (X oo 2%
(p-410) and several other possible identifications of armour are discussed therein. However, the bulk of the pre-
Han data is derived from a small number of unprovenanced artifacts whose dating is by no means securely
established. One point, nevertheless, is possibly significant — the items Hayashi cites in his Figs. 476-480 seem
all to be of Ch’u origin.

7 Some revision of the system of reference numbers I have applied to the inscriptions has been found
necessary — fortunately amongst my published papers those requiring revision are very few, Ins. 1181 was
originally given the reference number 121.3 — the nature of this miscount will be demonstrated in the introduc-
tory notes to ins. //8.1 in Barnard and Matsumaru, Archaeological Documents of Ancient China, Vol. 1.

8 The translation would appear to be a little at fault from this point, it shou
lines: “But the deeds [i.e. the invading of another State] mentioned in the
lowest degree; the services recorded are merely the etting of help from
expedition] it..... " The Chin
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FIGURE 2 Examples of scale armour of Western Han date excavated at Lo-yang (K 'ao-ku hsiieh-pao, 1963.2:
35) with threading method reconstructed. Lames, or scales, of similar shape and perforation have also been found
in Han remains in Inner Mongolia (Wen-wu, 1961.9:22). In each case they are ¢ of‘iron. This form of pro-

memorated). If we speak of the time (of this expedition) it very much interfered (with the
husbandry of) the people; what was there worthy of it being engraved? Moreover, when a Great
State attacks a small one, and takes the spoils to make an article, the regular furniture (of the
Ancestral Temple), it engraves upon it its successful achievements to show them to posterity, at
once to manifest its own bright virtue, and to hold up to condemnation the offences of the other.
But how should anything be made [i.e. how can such matters be inscribed?] of our getting the help
of others to save ourselves from death? A small State, we were fortunate against a Great one; but
to display our spoils in this manner, so as to excite its rage, is the way to ruin.” (Hsiang, 19; Legge,
V, p.483)

Although the moralizing aim of the writer may be considered commendable, he has succeeded
only in distorting historical facts which now can be properly re-assessed with reference to the same
type of inscribed vessels regarding which he himself was supposed to have had considerable
knowledge. There are, indeed, several inscriptions which record the suc sses( o5 ) of States
against other States; the content of these texts is, howeve: ly:what the Tso-chuan compiler
would class as “the lowest degree” and would. considerto be *u worthy of being engraved”. The
grading of inscription con in ] k n, of course, is no less imaginative than
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the pious opinion that the inscriptions were designed to promote the moral well-being of posterity.
In the Li-chi an almost identical view is to be noted:

[11] The Ting-cauldrons at the sacrifices had inscriptions on them. The maker of an inscription named
himself and took occasion to praise and set forth the excellent qualities of his ancestors, and
clearly exhibit them to future generations. Those ancestors must have had good qualities and also
bad. But the idea of an inscription is to make mention of the good qualities and not of the bad:-
such is the heart of a filial descendant; and it is only the man of ability and virtue who can attain
to it.

The inscriber discourses about and panegyrizes the virtues and goodness of his ancestors, their
merits and zeal, their services and toils, the congratulations and rewards given to them,, their fame
recogmzed by all under Heaven; and m the dlscussmn of these th' i ~sp1mual ‘vessels, he

n of his ancestors he

the clear showing of

f an mscnptm ‘benéfit accrues to the ancestors, to their descendants
and to others after n. Hence when a superior man looks at an inscription, while he admires
those whom it praises, he also admires him who made it. That maker had intelligence to see the
excellences of his ancestors, virtue to associate himself with them, and wisdom to take advantage
of his position; — he may be pronounced a man of ability and virtue. Such worth without boasting
may be pronounced courteous respect. (Li-chi, Chi-t'ung, KBTK, XVII, 25.11-12; Legge, 2.251-2)

Throughout all passages in the traditional literature dealing with inscribed ritual vessels, the
compilers invariably imply, and often actually describe, the inscriptions as having been incised
into the metal surface after the artifacts were cast. In some cases where the vessels were the spoil
of battle, appropriate inscriptions might certainly have been cut-in to commemorate the event —
of this there are several attested instances.® Where, however, the inscribed vessel was specially
made and the inscription then stated to have been “incised”, the writer was, in all probability,
speaking in terms of the practice current when he wrote — In Han times cast-in inscriptions were
less commonly made incised inscriptions were the rule.'® In the Tso-chuan the record of the
(Chao 29; Legge, V, p.732)
ient event in terms of techniques

{ o impler ents (but not vessels) was certainly
in practice at the time of t;h al code story:“(S 13 B.C. ) and theoretically inscriptions could have
been cast-in in iron vessels at-a later date, but the engraving "of even a short inscription in the
metal would have been practlcally impossible. In any case, there is not the slightest archaeological
indication of cast-in iron texts. There was only the occasional practice followed by foundry
officers who incorporated the one or two characters denoting their ranks in cast-iron moulds. As
to the casting of Ting-cauldrons and containers in general in cast-iron earlier than mid Chan-kuo
times, there is practically no support from archaeological reports published since the 1920%.}’

9 Most of these are cited or discussed in a survey of inscriptions pertaining to the State of Chu which is at
present in preparation. The famous Shou-hsien inscribed series (from Chu-chia-chi %K% ) unearthed between
1932-3, are for the most part incised and, in all probability, the inscriptions were added many years after the
event in commemoration of which the vessels were originally cast. In Chan-kuo times incised inscriptions seem
to have been restricted to haphazard records of this kind. Inscriptions of the calibre of the Marquis of Ts'ai
series, on the other hand, were invariably cast-in — it is this type of inscription that our traditional text com-
pilers have vaguely and nnperfectly m mind so far as the mscnption content is concerned :
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The more we consider data of this sort — the solid evidence of archaeology as against the
literary records — the more evident it becomes that the writers in their assessments of various
features pertaining to bronze vessels and their inscriptions, knew very little, indeed, about the
subject. A lack of technical knowledge might be deemed excusable in certain instances but it
cannot explain away more than a minor part of other misconceptions that issued from their hands.
We may only conclude that these early compilers lacked access either to original inscribed vessels
or to authoritative accounts of the contents of inscriptions. Information was certainly available at
the time traditionally ascribed to the compilation of the passages quoted (i.e. Ch’un-ch’iu to Chan-
kuo). The point of particular moment to the historian is, however, the fact that where the writers
apparently lacked knowledge of such speciﬁc details they did not hesitate to provide information

which they wrote. . %

The inscriptions and other archéébibﬁical materials provide thus a useful means to determine
some aspects of the machinations of the Han Confucian literati upon the fragmentary remains of
the “classics” which managed to escape the full force of the Ch’in proscriptions. As the inscribed
bronzes of Shang, Chou, and Chan-kuo which we can now consult were interred long before either
the Ch’in imperialists, or the Han Confucianists, could lay hands on them they possess an historical
value of considerable importanc .. An interesting aspect of this. may be noted in respect of the
reactions of Han period scholais when confronted with an inscribed bronze of typical Western
Chou context. The vessel was uncovered sometime between 74-49 B.C.:

[12*] At this time a Ting-cauldron: was obtained from Mei-yang Z=F and presented to the Emperor;
the Officers debated before the Throne and there were many who regarded it as suitable to be
placed on view in the Ancestral Tcinple as was done in the case of the Yilan-ting 5THil reign-period
find. Chang Ch’ang Ef{ was fond of the study of ancient characters and taking into account the
inscription incised in the Ting-cauldron headed the deliberations stating: “ ow this Ting-
cauldron was uncovered east of Chi and inside it has an inscription incised reads: ‘The King
commanded Shih-ch’en F'EZ tc govern the towns of Tz "wihisun *."(1) award you a Liian-bird
standard, an embroidered 3 er-axe. Shih- chlen made obeisance with his
hands, bowed low his d to'the ground and : :ptesume to respond and extol the Son of
Heaven’s great and ill s grace and{ mmand.’ Your Servant, foolish and insufficiently versed
thought he be in the Merpretation of ancient writing, humbly ventures to speak forth in com-
mentary upon it:-This Ting-cauldron is probably a gift bestowed on a high officer of Chou; the
high officer’s descendants engraved a record of his outstanding merit in the vessel and lodged it in
their Temple . . .. this vessel is small and moreover has an inscription which is not suitable to be
placed on view in the Ancestral Temple”. (Han-shu, Chiao-szu-chih, 25.7-8)

In a long assessment of the significance of the vessel and its inscription Chang Ch’ang further
refers to the splendour and important historical associations of an earlier discovered but unin-
scribed Ting-cauldron, the Yiian-ting vessel, which was “8 feet 1 inch in diameter, 3 feet 6 inches
high and entirely different from the general run of Ting-cauldrons” (see passages [30], [31], and
[32] below). It was not, however, simply the lack of impressive stature of the Mei-yang vessel
which prompted him to advise against its placement in the Imperial Ancestral Temple — the in-
scription was the deciding factor. If the text of the inscription had been similar to those quoted

tirmes to the close of Eastern
; al artifact recovered from
these controlled finds is recorded in our “Table o i *; distriby maps illustrate chronological
patterns of particular signific )

reliably xeported archaeological s1tes yleldmg metal artlfacts (datable from earlie!
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FIGURE '3 An attempt to reconstruct the archaic form of the Mei-yang inscription recorded in the Han-shu.
Alongside is the text as it appears in currently available editions of the Han-shu. The reconstructed “rubbing”
comprises characters selected from various inscriptions which have been mounted in sequence. It will be ap-
preciated of course, that the text in lines 1, 2, 6, and 7 is sheer conjecture but some such context would probably
have been present in the Mei-yang inscription — or the source consulted by the Han-shu compiler for the writing
of this passage. I have purposely followed the Han-shu “transcription” as closely as possible so as to demonstrate
the obvious discrepancies amongst the various gift-terms — to see the text thus in pseudo 1 bbing form shows
immediately the faulty nature of the Han-shu rendering. This circum tan
that the Mei-yang inscription may have been of doubtful: authent
lies with the Han-shu compiler the compllexs ‘of the sources:he‘\ ,onsu
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earlier, there would probably have been no hesitation in the matter. At the time, the sort of
inscription which would have suited the occasion would necessarily have been something which
would hardly have been incorporated in ritual bronze vessels made earlier than the Han period. The
large Yiian-ting vessel was uninscribed, but came to light in a Jocality near to the ancient Chou
capital — this made it perfectly appropriate to place it in the Imperial Ancestral Temple. However,
if we may accept the dimensions recorded in the above passage and the style of décor which is
described later, it would seem almost certain that the Yiian-ting vessel was of a type which would
be datable no earlier than middle or late Chan-kuo. The inscription in the Mei-yang vessel, on the
other hand, is clearly Western Chou in style! Add to all this the possil y = also to be considered
in detail later — that the Yiian-ting vessel was in an the dependability of Han
period assessments in this field will be

The transcription.of the text giv Han-shu is incomplete — no date
is recorded and th scendants phraseology™ is omitted. Chang Ch’ang, in stating that “the high
officer’s descendant raved a record of his outstanding merit insthe vessel and lodged it in their
Temple”, would seem to indicate, nevertheless, that the “descendants phraseology” was originally
present. However, his transcription of the text actually recorded is not entirely correct in places.
The name-title of the investee is certainly erroneously rendered because the character F5 ch'en
(archaic form Q ) never appears in the sense of a “high officer” and never as a title placed at the
end of a proper name. Probably Chang was confronted with the archaic graph . /J\E5 “Hsiao-
ch’en Officer” which frequently occurs in the inscriptions — if this was so, then the character
transcribed as ‘B kuan “govern” following it would necessarily have been a proper name. The
accuracy attending the transcription of the graph rendered as it tz’u, which I have translated as
part of a place-name, is also open to doubt. The two benefices listed appear in many inscriptions,
but in the “extol phraseology” the character [ yiieh “said” seems somewhat unusual in this
location and may simply be an interpolation of Chang’s."? One must recollect, of course, that the
Han-shu was compiled between 58-76 A.D., more than a century after this episode, thus the whole
story — including the inscription transcription — may have'altered in details in its passage through
three generations. But it is also possible that the entire ssage amounts to little more than one of
those numerous anecdotes used by Chinese historians to illustrate points under discussion — the
factual material forming the skeleton and the anecdotes (whose origin is usually vague) filling out
the flesh. As such the account might well stem from the Han-shu author. But whatever the case
there is little reason to question the possible authenticity of the Mei-yang inscription.

In the Ch’ien-Han period there is record of only two (or possibly three?) vessels having been
discovered — the above vessel from Mei-yang and the uninscribed Yiian-ting vessel already
mentioned. Because of the associations of the latter vessel with the mythical “Nine Ting-cauldrons”
it is convenient at this stage to devote some attention to the background of this mythical set of
cauldrons which has something to offer that is both interesting and informative.

12 It will, of course, be immediately evident to the student of inscriptions that curious omissions and
inversions of the gift-terms exist here, e.g. “lian-bird standard” reads ch’i-liian instead of liian-ch’i, “carved Ko-
dagger-axe™ lacks the character ko at the head of the normal three character phrase; possibly my suggested
identification of the ¥&KX fu-fu term with the inscription phrase #di chih- Ay, be open to question.
However, if valid there remains the interesting omission of the two.chrac ‘hsiian-yi “Black robes”
which normally precedes the phrase chih-t'un in the inscriptions. prehensive and convenient listing of
gifts awarded throughout the inscriptions, see:Wong Yin-wai PRI Yin-Chou t'ung-ch’i shang-tz’u ming-
wen yen-chiu B S35 H $550 L H1:(1972 N.U., at present unpublished).

ong Yin
toral: thesis, A
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2. The Nine Ting-cauldrons and the Discoveries of Ch’ien-Han Date

China’s first bronze founder was no'less a worthy than Huang-ti #7% the “Yellow Emperor”
who, we are told in the Shik-chi %5 [13] “made three precious Ting-cauldrons representing
Heaven, Earth, and Mankind” (Takigawa’s edition, IV, 28.62). This same lengendary Emperor is
credited with the invention of the musical scale and a series of bronze bells that toned with it [14]
“Anciently Huang-ti upon the basis of the modulation of sounds created the Five Tones to govern
the pitches of the Five Bells” (Kuan-tzu & ¥ , Wu-hsing pien, KBTK, XXI, 14.18). Another
authority informs us, however, that Huang-ti [15] “commanded Ling Lun 5 {& and Jung Chiang
5&# to cast t.he Twelve Bells in order to harmonize the Five Tones” (L" h-Ch'un-ch'iu &I

[16] The Emperor (Huang-ti
mitted down the centur ¢ examined by ‘the numerous ministers of later times. The inscrip-
tions were written entirely haracters of high antiquity but the greater proportion of the texts
became obliterated and:lost. Every article made and all edifices constructed had recorded on them
their dates of manufacture. (Shih-yi-chi, Han-Wei ts’'ung-shu, vol.32, 1.4a)

The custom of incising dated inscriptions on bronze vessels wherein was also recorded their
measurements and capacity commenced in Han times; so, too, the dating of tomb bricks.

Yi /& , the great-grandson of Huang-ti, not content with his stupendous efforts in control-
ling the flood-waters of the Yellow River and establishing thus the imperishable virtue that was ever
to be associated with his name, caused to be cast the famous Nine Ting-cauldrons 7L which in
the ensuing centuries were to function as a sort of dynastic barometer.

[17] The Viscount of Ch’u & asked him (Wang-sun Man |:{%#% ) about the size and weight of the

Ting-cauldrons. Man replied: “The strength of the kingdom depends on the sovereign’s virtue and

not on the Ting-cauldrons. Anciently when Hsia B was distinguished for its virtue, the distant
regions sent pictures of the remarkable objects in t_hem The Nine Pastoxs L senit in the metal

All the objects were represented, and mstru
reference to them, so tha
they went among the riv f
the hill-sprites, monstrous ings, and water-spntes, did not meet with them to do them injury.
Hereby a harmony was secured between the high and the low, and all enjoyed the blessing of
Heaven. When the virtue of Chich £t of Hsia was all-obscured, the Ting-cauldrons were trans-
ferred to-Shang, for 600 years. Chou #! of Shang proved cruel and oppressive, and they were
transferred to Chou & . When the virtue is commendable and brilliant, the Ting-cauldrons, though
they were small, would be heavy; when it gives place to its reverse, to darkness and disorder, though
they were large, they would be light. Heaven blesses intelligent virtue; — on that its favour rests.
King Ch’eng 1X |- fixed the Ting-cauldrons in Chia-ju #F%\ , and divined that the dynasty should
extend through 30 reigns, over 700 years. Though the virtue of Chou is decayed, the decree of
Heaven is not yet changed. The weight of the Ting-cauldrons may not yet be inquired about.”
(Tso-chuan, Hsiian 3: Legge, V, p.293)

13 Although the bell appears to be a Chinese invention it is at present perfectly evident that it does not
have the degree of antiquity ascribed to it by the above cited sources; in Shang times the Ling-jingle ¥ is
commonly found and occasionally Yao-bells & in sets of three graded sizes. Generally towards the latter half
of Western Chou the “true” Chinese Chung-bell # makes its appearance. In late Ch’un-ch’iu and Chan-kuo
Chung-bells in sets of 13 of graded sizes and tone frequently have come etaﬂurgtcal Remains of
Ancient China for full details and distribution patterns). Musncolaglcal the traditional text data
with reference to the actual numbe s of bell i { ious Eastern Chou sites is yet to be
systematically undertaken.
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Yii’s son and successor, Hou K’ai 5B# , was likewise an enthusiastic promoter of the
manufacture of bronze vessels. Mo-tzu ¥ tells us that he [18a] “despatched Fei Lien Z5H to
quarry metal in the hills and streams, then moulds were constructed and casting of the metal was
undertaken at K’'un-wu E& .” (Keng-chu, KBTK, XIV,11.31). He appears to be the last of the
Hsia sovereigns to whom any reference is made in the traditional literature in connection with the
casting of bronze but, with an inconsistency typical of the ancient writings, Mo-tzu records him as
the creator of the Nine Ting-cauldrons! The account continues to describe the Ting-cauldrons as
being [18b] “square in shape, with three legs; they would boil without firing, set themselves
correctly without lifting, and move themselves without being shifted”. Han period scholars sought

vessel would naturally re  legs! Eater scholars such as Wang Nien-sun [ 5% and Wang
Yin-chih 5|2 took the trouble to consider archaeological evidence published in one of the
Sung Catalogues, the Po-ku-t'u % #[# , and sought to clarify the obvious discrepancy in a logical
way. The Japanese commentator in the XBTK edition shrewdly observes that archaic = “four”
could easily have been mistaken for = “three” when the original text was transcribed in Han
times.’® Mo-tzu’s account of the passage of the Ting-cauldrons through the dynasties, which is
guised in the form of a divination oracle, finishes thus:

[18c] When the Nine Ting-cauldrons are completed they will pass through the Three Kingdoms = [&
the Hou clan of Hsia will lose them, the people of Yin B% (i.e. Shang) will receive them; when the
people of Yin lose them they will come into the possession of the people of Chou. The passage of
the vessels through Hsia, Yin, and Chou will take place at intervals of several centuries. (KBTK,
XIV, 11.32-4)

Wlth the advent of Shang some 15 monarchs were to reign one after another before the

there was a great drough ;
Annals 75 KKy ERY, 5 lis event is also recorded in the Shuo—yuan #%: and with
mention of a Ting-cauldron; several other sources such as Hsiin-tzu i 5if , Huai-nan-tzu ¥/ ¥ ,
Lii-shih Ch’un-ch'iu, etc. also present varying versions. In his reconstructed Shang-Yin ti-wang pen-
chi p§BZ+ |- A% “The Imperial Records of the Shang-Yin Dynasty”, Chou Hung-hsiang & 8 ¥
has the following account compiled upon the basis of the above and other relevant sources:

[20] From the time of T’ang’s attack on Chieh there was a great drought lasting several years; the Lo %
area was devastated — the sands simmered and rocks crumbled with the heat. In the twenty-fourth
year of his reign he despatched a man with a three-legged Ting-cauldron to make sacrifices to the
hills and streams . . . . (p.57)

Ssu-ma Ch’ien in his Annals of Shang (Yin pen-chi, I, 3.6) tells us of an officer of the Emperor
T’ien Yi carrying a Ting-cauldron, while in the Grand Preface of the Shu is record of a pheasant

14 If the Nine Ting-cauldrons were actually square in shape (i. e Fang-ng 7§ ), they could not, upon
the basis of our present knowledge of the archaeological scene, be ascri iod ‘earlier than Late Shang —
or, at the earliest, Middle Shang. It is accordingly useful to,consider the poss here that if Mo-tzu’s text is
in error less emphas1s should be given to the number-of legs and furthgr théught s hould be given to the vessel
shape — possibly *‘square” is ln or for * round”" o
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alighting upon the lug of a Ting-cauldron during a sacrifice made to T’ien Yi by the Emperor Wu

Ting 3T (known also as Kao Tsung &52):

[21] Wu Ting was sacrificing to T’ang, when a pheasant flew upon the handle of a Ting-cauldron and
crowed. Wu Ting asked Tsu Chi H = what it meant, who replied: “The pheasant is a wild bird,

and ought not to mount the Ting-cauldron. His doing so now shows that it wants to be employed.

Shall we not have people from the distant regions coming to the court?” On this Wu Ting examined

himself, and reflected upon the ways of the Former Kings; and in three years envoys with twisted

hair, who needed an interpreter, came to court from six kingdoms. Confucius said, “I have observed

how speedily virtue is rewarded in what is related of Wu Ting and the day of hls supplementary

sacrifice”. (Legge, 111, p.265) ;

The passages quoted thus far serve to indicate the natur and'e of imaginative elabora-
tion most effectively because of the high antiquity of th periods ifi W the accounts are placed.
Huang-ti reigned 269725 C‘,Yii 2 5 \19§and Hou K’ai 2197-89 according to the orthodox
chronology and general’ point of view of the archaeologist these rulers were
well and truly in Yang-shao times. Metal was then unknown in China. T’ien Yi founded the Shang
dynasty and reigned-from 1766-54 B. C., thus somewhat before the Early Shang cultures of Cheng-
chou, Hui-hsien, Yen-shih, etc. — we would surely have to regard him as a Lung-shan or Ch’i-chia
period figure. It is possible that he might have seen a few copper artifacts in the shape of castings
of small implements and ornaments — certainly some of his successors reigning a century or two
later in Late Lung-shan (Ch’i-chia) cultural times would have known the beginnings of metallurgy
but even here, say circa 1600 B.C., nothing so complex as a Chia- or Chiieh-wine-cup let alone a
Ting-cauldron would have been manufactured.’® T’ien Yi and his successors are nearly all attested
in the oracle bones but the lengths of reigns ascribed to each are to be found only in sources
compiled about a thousand years after the fall of dynasty.

Wu Ting (1324-1266 B.C.) reigned when the bronze culture at Anyang was attaining its
highest level. Possibly about this time the Shang founders may have first experimented with the
casting of square- shaped vessels We may accordmgly remark that :thé\al passage from the
in so far as it speaks of

15 In some recent writings it has become the practice to date the probable discovery of metallurgy in China
in the vicinity of 2000 B.C. Ho Ping-ti in his forthcoming survey, The Cradle of the East: An Inquiry into the
Indigenous Origins of Techniques and Ideas of Neolithic and Early Historic China, 5000-1000 B.C. (advance copy
of Chapter Five) speaks in terms of an upper chronological boundary of the Ch’i-chia culture *““somewhere about
2000 B.C., possibly slightly earlier” in relation to the Wu-wei copper artifacts. I am also inclined to take the
same view now. One of the major stumbling blocks in arriving at more precise estimates, however, is the
complete lack of carbon-14 dates in China. Recent findings amongst various ceramic cultures bordering China
result in radiocarbon dates as far back as 10-12,000 years B.P. It is the influence of a rapidly growing fund of
such data that allows working hypotheses now for a much earlier appearance of metallurgy in China (see Early
Chinese Art and its Possible Influence in the Pacific Basin, my Introduction, p.XL).* The parallelling of tra-
ditional datings with archaeological cultural strata as offered above is presented mainly as a matter of interest —
even if we should be able to claim an earlier date for the beginnings of metallurgy in China, these parallels will
still be valid in principle.

Just as the present paper was going to press, the first group of radiocarbon dates from several Chinese
archaeological sites has been published in K'2o-ku 1972. 1:52-6; 5:56-8. A detailed appraisal of their significance
appears in my recently published survey The First Radtocarbon Dates Jro na nographs on Far Eastern
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) Discoveries‘ °

To continue the story of the Nine Ting-cauldrons we arrive now at their passage from Shang
to Chou: [22] “When Wu Wang # I vanquished Shang, he removed the Nine Ting-cauldrons to
the City of Lo #& . (Tso-chuan, Huan 2; Legge, V, p.40). As the commentators have observed,
there is a definite inconsistency here — the City of Lo did not exist during Wu Wang’s lifetime and
it was not established until shortly after his death by Chou Kung %4 who was then acting as
Regent during the minority of Ch’eng Wang. Most other references to the matter agree in that the
removal was effected in Ch’eng Wang’s time. Ssu-ma Ch’ien, for instance, writes of the building of
the City of Lo and the lodging of the cauldrons therein by the Duke of Chou shortly after he
handed over the Kingdom to Ch’eng Wang (Chou pen-chi, I, 4.39 [23]). Notwithstanding this
obvious textual error in the Tso-chuan one commentator, who observes qui rectly that in the
writings of the ancients there are many cases of such hlghl ganeralt ts, goes on to condone
the situation in the following.manner. k
the conquest of Shang;
“Ch’eng Wang vanquished ng” in \ association with “the removal of the cauldrons to the
City of Lo”, the associati o be made with Wu Wang (KBTK, X, 2.17 [24]!

When the decline of Chou set in in full earnest evidence of the fact was manifested by the
Cauldrons which vibrated thunderously in the twenty-third year of the reign of King Wei Lich B
%1l F because of the division of Chin & into the States of Han % ,Wei ## and Chao # (Chou pen-
chi, I, 4.79 [25]). In the last days of Chou, already itself divided into two, Tung Chou % & and
Hsi Chou 75 & , the rapidly growing power, Ch’in % , was eyeing the Nine Ting-cauldrons enviously.
The story of their falling into Ch’in’s hands is recorded in some detail in the Chan-kuo ts’e:

[26] Ch’in had raised an army and was threatening Chou and demanded possession of the Nine Ting-
cauldrons; the Lord of Chou R # was distressed about this and brought the matter to the
attention of Yen Shuai #H3 . Yen Shuai said: “Great King, do not grieve; Your Servant will make
overtures to the east and request assistance from Ch’i 7% .”

Upon arriving in Ch’i, Yen Shuai said to the King of Ch’i: “Ch’in is devold of

iples, she is
about to raise an army and is threatenmg Chou and demandmg posses:

to maintain our possessio: of them when thls endangcr Staté;promotes its good name Capture
of the Nine Ting-cauldrons by Ch’in would, ‘however, be of immense profit to that State. I trust,
Great King, that you will deal with this problem.” The King of Ch’i, exceedingly pleased, de-
spatched an army of 50,000 men under (T’ien) Ch’en-Ssu ( 11 ) =/ of Ch’en to relieve Chou
and the army of Ch’in retired.

Ch’i thereupon began to demand the Nine Ting-cauldrons; the Lord of Chou was again dis-
tressed about them. Yen Shuai said: “Great King do not grieve; Your Servant will make overtures
to the east to release you from anxiety.”

Upon arriving in Ch’i, Yen Shuai said to the King of Ch’i: “Chou is dependent upon the
integrity of you, a Major State — rulers and their ministers, fathers and sons, must look after the
interests of each other; we are willing to offer the Nine Ting-cauldrons to you but are uncertain as
to what route should be followed to ensure their safe arrival in Ch’i.”

The King of Ch’i said: “I shall ask permission of Liang “# to take the Vessels through her
territory.” Yen Shuai said: “That is impossible, the Lord and ministers of Liang desire to possess
the Nine Ting-cauldrons and for a long time have been plotting to this end below Hui-t’ai BEEE
and above Shao-hai 7 . Once the Vessels enter the territory of Liang there is no assurance that
they will come out.”

The King of Ch’i said: “I shall ask permission of Ch’u % to t
terntory ” Yen Shuai replied: “That is impossible, the Lord and minist

sels through her
lesire to possess
in'She-t’ing ZEEE .
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The King said: “What route, then, should be followed to ensure their safe arrival in Ch’i?”
Yen Shuai said: “Our humble city has, indeed, been privately worried about this matter on your
behalf, Great King. These Vessels are not like ordinary vinegar-jars or sauce-containers which can
be carried clutched to the body or gripped in the hands; they cannot proceed like birds going to
roost or crows flying, hares gambolling or horses ambling, and thus of their own accord reach Ch’i.
Anciently when Chou invaded Yin and took possession of the Nine Ting-cauldrons, fully 90,000
men were needed to haul one of the Vessels; nine times nine — 810,000 men for the whole task.
Armed knights, foot-soldiers, machines and equipment — all such as these had to be supplied.
Granted that you, Great King, had the man-power, by what route can they be brought out? Your
Servant has, himself, felt misgivings on your behalf, Great King.”

The King of Ch’i said: “For all your several journeys here it seems as
intention of giving up the Vessels.” Yen Shuai sa1d . would ot p!
State; but please quickly dec1de upon a vhich

,you have had no
to cheat you a Major

KBTK, XIX, 2.1-3

Diplomatic manoeuvres of this kind, however, were insufficient for the continued possession of
the Cauldrons by the remnants of Chou; in the fifty-first year of the reign of King Chao Hsiang
FHE of Ch’in (256 B.C.), the Lord of Western Chou took action against Ch’in in concert with
other States, but the venture failed and the Lord of Western Chou surrendered himself abjectly to
Ch’in offering the 36 cities of his domain together with their 30,000 inhabitants — the gift was
naturally accepted. This same year, it is interesting to note, was that in which Liu Chi %2, the
future Emperor Kao-tsu @&iifl of the Han dynasty, was born — his birth approximating thus almost
precisely with the extinction of the Chou dynasty. In the following year the people of Chou fled
to the East; the Imperial Treasures and the Nine Ting-cauldrons came into the hands of Ch’in
(Ch’in pen-chi, I, 5.79 [27]). A commentator on this passage of the Shih-chi observes that while
Ch’in was obviously wanting the Vessels as a symbol of her coming ascend cy over the Empire
and for the buﬂdmg ofa dynasty she did, m fact, receive only eight of the ssels; one, a further
in the n pen-chi, is an account of Shih

. despatched some thousands
of young men and women dver the seas m seareh of the immortals (BA):

(28] Shih Huang Ti retu;ned and ‘passing by Pang-ch’eng ¥4 purified himself, offered prayers and
sacrifices, Wishing to retrieve the Ting-cauldron of Chou from the waters of the Hsi he sent a
thousand men plunging into the river in search of it but it was not recovered. (II, 6.40)

In another section of the Shik-chi Ssu-ma Ch’ien does not seem to be too sure about the
fate of the Vessels:

[29] .... 120 years thereafter Ch’in vanquished Chou. The Nine Ting-cauldrons of Chou came into the
hands of Ch’in. Another version relates: “When the T’ai-ch’iu Altar & -7t of the State of Sung
was destroyed (336 B.C.) the Ting-cauldrons were submerged in the River Hsi below Pang-ch’eng.”
v, 28.18)

A long commentary follows the Shih-chi text here wherein Takigawa attempts to assess the truth
of the matter. As his argument is concerned also with passages shortly to be quoted we shall leave
aside the problem attending these inconsistencies for the moment. It is, nevertheless, sufficiently
evident that the story of the Cauldrons was one which appealed much to the early Han writers.
The theme was quite popularly employed too m engraved tomb b There are several examples
illustrating Shih Huang Ti’ e Ting-cauldron of Chou from the River Hsi (Figure
4) but as will be noted. this was indeed one of the Nine Ting-
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FIGURE 4 A block-print version of the engraved slab from the Wu family tomb depicting Shih Huang Ti’s
attempts to raise the Ting-cauldrons of Chou from the River Hsi. (After Chin-shih-so, 4 [pages unnumbered] .)

cauldrons. It may be observed that the vesselzx pe draw
prisingly, characteristic of late Easter. id H:

to compile the Shzh-cht (104 B.C.), we may observe in this long passage dealing with events of
only a few years before, the compiler’s method of building up the flesh of the story upon a
skeleton of fact. As is customary in the ancient writings, the greatest amount of elaboration is
effected in philosophical and didactic speeches wherein the Confucian propagandistic aspect of
Chinese historiography finds its often unbridied expression. In straightforward descriptive accounts
a feeling of some confidence in the integrity of the historian is often inspired,.but immediately the
historical characters open their mouths we find ourselves confronted by the Han Confucian clique,
and contact with the past becomes distorted or lost.

[30] In the summer of this year (113 B.C.), in the sixth month, the sorceress, Chin # of Fen-yin
Y182 , was conducting sacrifices at Shuai Hf in Wei %2 on behalf of the common people when
she observed that part of the ground on the side of the embankment of the (altar to) Sovereign
Earth /5 + formed a hook-shape; upon excavation they obtained a Ting-cauldron which differed
greatly from the general run of Ting-cauldrons. It was decorated with rope-pattern designs and was
uninscribed: astonished at the discovery she spoke of it to the:magistr o reported the matter

to Sheng % , Governor of Ho-tung it Sheng mformed Heaven who despatched an

ofﬁcxal to enqulre into the w’ f the vessel:: There being no question of treachery or

‘ I th the rites and the Son of Heaven went to

receive the vessel accompanymg it as far as Kan-ch’iian ¢ where he offered it to Heaven.
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When he teached Chung-shan (l| the sky was clear and calm with a yellow cloud in the
shape of a lid; a deer passed by and the Emperor shot it himself offering it in sacrifice. When they
arrived at Ch’ang-an k% the Dukes of the Palace, the High Officers, and the Great Officers
2 J8) K K deliberated together and unanimously requested that honour be paid to the valuable
Ting-cauldron.

The Son of Heaven said: “‘Recently the Huang Ho has flooded and often the harvests have not
been successful thus have I sacrificed during this tour before the altars of Sovereign Earth entreat-
ing on behalf of the people fruition of the crops. But the present harvest is not yet reported as
abundant. Why then has this Ting-cauldron come to light?”

The Officers replied in concert: “It is known that in antiquity when the Eminent Emperor
Z [Fu Hsi {K%?] flourished there was one divine Ting-cauldron — ‘one’ «(signified) ‘Unity”:
Heaven, Earth, and the Myriad Beings &4 were interw ade ‘the Three Prec1ous
Ting-cauldrons representing Heaven Earth and Humanity;

Shang-ti 7% ,
Ting-cauldrons
declined and th
into the waters:

re/‘they were covered and lost to sight. In an ode it is stated:

In his silken robes, clean and bright,
With his cap on his head, looking so respectful,
From the hall he goes to the foot of the stairs,
And from the sheep to the oxen.
He inspects the tripods, large %! and small #ft .
The good spirits are mild;
There is no noise, no insolence.-
An auspice, all this, of great longevity.

(Legge, IV, p.605)

Now that the Ting-cauldron has reached Kan-ch'iian it gives forth a lustrous light with scintillating
colours of the dragon’s scales — this portends bestowal of unlimited favour. While at Chung-shan
a cloud of yellow and white descended in the shape of a lid; a beast — also a portent — appeared
and was despatched with a great bow %) and a discharge of four arrows K, these were
placed together at the foot of the altar, a report made andblessmg d and a grand sacrifice
conducted. Only he who has received the Mandat ’and in his mind the purpose
of all this and can. onize it with virtue. The »cauidron should be placed on view in the
Impenal Ancestral Temple and storéd in the*lmpenal Hall, thus to accord with this brilliant
favour.”

An Imperial Res‘cnpf was made in approval. (Feng-shen shu, PL, 28.17b-18b; cf. also the earlier
version of this story as it appears in the Shih-chi [IV. 28, 61-63] — the two versions are practically
identical)

In the Han-shu # & (compiled 58-76 A.D.) the discovery is referred to several times:

[31*] Yiian-ting jCHH reign-period, the first year (116 B.C.), in the summer, the fifth month, an amnesty
was granted throughout the empire and there was to be universal drinking for five days. A Ting-
cauldron was obtained at the Fen ¥} River. (Han-shu, Wu-ti-chi, 6.15b)

[32%*] Yiian-ting reign-period, the fourth year (113 B.C.) .... in the sixth month, a precious Ting-
cauldron was obtained at the side of the Sacrificial Hall to Sovereign Earth; in the autumn, a horse
was born in the Wu-wa River /2i: and the songs “The Precious Ting-cauldron” and the “Heavenly
Horse” were composed. (fbid. 6.17a)

The first entry is considered by some commentators to be elther Qr?,“‘imore likely, an
adjustment of fact arranged to suit the relgn-penod tltle Yiian-ti Ting-cauldron” the
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have been so naive as to maintain both entries only a couple of pages apart. In all probability, the
116 B.C. record is correct in that a different cauldron came to light while the later find in 113 B.C.,
which caused quite a stir at the time, was instrumental in a decision being made to name the reign-
period title with the appropriate term Yiian-ting.

That two vessels might have been found in the same general area could hardly be considered
unusual. What is remarkable, however, is that the cauldron discovered by the sorceress was in
practically the same place where a crafty courtier, Hsin-yilan P’ing #7i87 , had informed the
Emperor Hsiao-wen ## 3 37 years before that he had seen the “precious emanation of metal”.
It was here, he affirmed, that the (Nine) Ting-cauldrons of Chou lost in the River Hsi had finally
lodged. The Emperor, apparently no less credulous than the presentf t of the Thxone built
a temple on the spot hoping to raise the f p
were shortly after discovered, he plott
quotes here a Japanese entary wherein it 1sc suggested that this vessel was a forgery per-
petrated by Hsin-yiian (he had already conveniently found an inscribed jade cup with the inscrip-
tion “Prolonged life-to the Lord of Men” which is likewise taken to be a fake, IV, 28.61 [34]).
The opinion that the vessel was planted seems quite reasonable. The commentator goes on to say
that he had buried it and was waiting for it to gain an aged appearance; after sacrifices had been
made he intended to bring it to light, but he was executed and the vessel remained hidden until
the sorceress’s discovery.

Some description of the Fen-yin vessel is recorded. In the above passage it is stated that “it
differed greatly from the general run of Ting-cauldrons, was decorated with rope-patterns and was
uninscribed”. In the Han-shu its unique appearance is again observed and measurements given:
[35] “The Ting-cauldron was 8 feet 1 inch in diameter and 3 feet 6 inches in height” (Chiao-ssu-
chih 4BFE3¢ ,25.8a). That it gave forth “a lustrous light with scintillating colour of the dragon’s
scales” may possibly indicate a practically uncorroded metal surface. The general description
suggests immediately an Eastern Chou or Han style vessel of rath \ 'propbrtrons (see Figure
5), but the intriguing problem lies in the unfamiliar appear nce ‘ea«l d; in the eyes of the Han
writers. Although the description is too:briefly. \ & @llo\'ﬂg le assessment to be made,
it would seem, nevertheless, that the vari; ‘are, indeed, noted — the rope-pattern designs
and the lack of an mscnption. Ting-cauldrons most familiar to the writers would naturally be those
currently manufactured. These were often inscribed with a legend recording the year of make and
the capacity of the vessel, but very seldom were they decorated. If the Ting-cauldron was a genuine
Chan-kuo period artifact, it would certainly thus have caused a stir upon stylistic grounds in the
absence of comparable examples of earlier bronze vessels. If we were to assume, however, that Han
writers knew something of the styles and décor in bronze vessels prevailing prior to the Ch’in
unification — more than a century before the discovery of this vessel — their reaction can be
accounted for only in terms of (a) the cauldron differed from available Chan-kuo Ting-cauldrons
and also (b) it had little in common with those manufactured around the time of the find. In
present day measurements: diam.: 186.6cm, height (including lugs?): 82.9cm — the low, elongated
form as reconstructed in Figure 5 contrasts considerably with the several other large vessels
accompanying it and drawn to the same scale. Possibly this aspect of the vessel, more than its
other features, gave rise to the general consternation amongst those who observed it. In such
circumstances the possibility of it being a fraudulent artlfact fabncated b3 Hsm-yuan P’ing, or
even by some other person may be serlously ained. Whi e view the sxtuatlon,
however, it is apparent that 10W
was actually a forgery, th
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provided it was unusual and ancient in appearance, it would be almost unhesitatingly accepted. It
may be observed that Han period people were no less gullible and no less easily duped in this
respect than were many of their descendants over the ensuing 2000 years.

In this connection, we should place on record here the following account of Wu-ch’iu Shou-
wang E &L in the biographical section of the Han-shu. Shou-wang is stated there to have
been the only Minister who expressed the opinion that the Fen-yin Ting-cauldron was not of Chou
origin:

[36) When it came about that a valuable Ting-cauldron was obtained from Fen-yi

admired it, placed it on display in the Imperial Ancestral Te
ch iian Palace. All the Ministers sent up theu congrat

n, the Emperor Wu
dged later in the Kan-
Your Majesty has indeed a
: e opinion: ““This is not a Chou
y summoned him, and questioned him,
possession of a Chou period Ting-cauldron. The Ministers are
is. of this period. You, Shou-wang, alone consider it is not. Upon what
grounds have.yo ved at this conclusion? If you have a reasonable explanation, well and good;
if not you die”. Shou-wang replied: “How should Your Servant presume to advance groundless
opinions? Your Servant is aware that the virtue of Chou originated from Hou-chi fii## , giew to
maturity in Kung-liu 23%/ , gained stature with T’ai-wang A |- , was perfected by the Kings Wen
3 and Wu st and was made illustrious by the Duke of Chou /414y, The virtuous favour on

high is bright and throughout the Empire seeps its springs — nowhere does it fail to reach.
Above, Heaven sends down its retribution. The Ting-cauldron has appeared because of Chou thus
is it termed ‘the Ting-cauldron of Chou’. Now, since the time of Kao-tsu (3ff [founder of the
dynasty] Han has succeeded Chou and the brilliant virtue has become illustricusly manifested,
kindness displayed, and tender mercy bestowed. Everywhere there is harmony and unity. Right up
into the reign of Your Majesty a great and extensive ancestral heritage has thus resulted. Merit and
virtue have increasingly flourished, the good omens from Heaven have arrived and rare portents
have appeared. Anciently, Ch’in Shih Huang Ti attempted to raise the Ting-cauldron at Peng-ch’eng
but was not able to recover it. Heaven favours the virtuous and then the valuable:Ting-cauldron
appears of its own accord. This is on account of Heaven’ s approval of Han the ng-cauldron is
» And all the Ministers

This is, of course, not a case of questioning the authenticity or the date of the vessel but merely a
cunning though somewhat risky strategem to curry favour. When reviewed critically, however, the
account provides further illustration of the type of “padding™ which the Chinese historian applies
so often in his writing. A story of this kind would, in all probability, have been almost entirely
fabricated by the writer.

Wang Ch’ung |:5 (A.D. 27-977) brings a short breath of fresh air into this otherwise
normal scene of fantasy and condemns the fiction of supernatural qualities attributed to the Ting-
cauldrons of Chou. He accepts their earlier existence, but attempts to view their history in a
critical manner quite unusual for so early a time. After a series of observations upon the conflicting
stories surrounding the Nine Ting-cauldrons he comments:

[37] Probably at this time, at the collapse of Chou, the troops of General Chui {%
Cauldrons and stole them and some miscreants melted down the vesse!
articles. When Shih Huang Ti enquired for them they could'not be
of it being said that they possessed divi
was given birth to upo'fio tangible bz

er t0 make other
ereafter on account
itiés the story f theit submergence in the River Hsi
“tseng pien, II, 8.8a)
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struction of the Fen-yin Ting-
ron based upon the measurements as recorded in
Han-shu; line drawings of several well known
bronze vessels of comparable size are placed alongside.
The scale throughout is identical. A: the Fen-yin
vessel. B: the Ta Yii Ting AZHHH . C: the Ta Ko
Ting K ZEHH . D: the largest of the Shou-hsien, Chu-
chia-chi %4Z# bronzes.
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With the relevant passages dealt with, Takigawa’s long note (IV, 6.18-19 [38]) on the lack
of accord amongst several of the accounts relating the end of the Nine Ting-cauldrons may now be
studied. He cites the commentary of Yii Yiieh #k#i# (1821-1906) which has an argument along
the following lines: Ch’in’s capture of the Nine Ting-cauldrons is written in the Chou Annals of
the Shih-chi; the entry of the Nine Ting-cauldrons into Ch’in’s hands is recorded in the Ch’in
Annals. Ssu-ma Ch’ien’s intention here is quite clear. Now, in his twenty-sixth year of reign, Shih
Huang Ti had people dive into the Hsi River in an attempt to raise the Ting-cauldrons of Chou —
Ssu-ma Ch’ien speaks here only of “Ting-cauldrons” and does not use the number “Nine”. Thus
the reference is not to the Nine Ting-cauldrons of Yi which were already in ‘the possession of
Ch’in. These were destroyed during the burning of the Ch’in Capital, Hsien-yang B P& in 206 B.C.

— the fires raging for three months — and. thus were n :in‘later times. The Shih-chi records

the entry of the Nine Ti ‘ |
submergence into the ‘
a foolish theory of Hsin-ylian ?é’mg s chque. These Ting-cauldrons of Chou were lodged all along
in the Chou Capital (Lo-yi A ) — upon what basis could they be claimed to have sunk into the
River Hsi? Then, too, what has the destruction of the Altar of Sung to do with the outcome of the
Chou Ting-cauldrons? The T’ai-ch’iu Altar of Sung was destroyed in the thirty-third year of reign
of Hsien Wang of Chou (336 B.C.) but 20 years later when Chang Yi %1% , in the service of Ch’in
[¢f 1, 5.59] was attacking Han % , mention is again made of the Nine Ting-cauldrons [ef. VII,
70.34] — how could this be if they were already lost in Hsien Wang’s thirty-third year?

Yii Yiieh continues to point out the incompatibility of this evidence in respect of the several
opinions that the Pang-ch’eng Ting-cauldrons sought by Shih Huang Ti and the Fen-yin find in Han
times had some connection with the Nine Ting-cauldrons of Chou. Takigawa then refers to the
commentaries of Shen Ch’in-han #L8Kki#% (1775-1832) and Wang Hsien-ch’ien %3 (1842-
1918) wherein the thesis that the Nine ng-cauldrons were destroyed by Chou rulers them-

the Nine Ting-cauldrons actually existed — a moot point it may be granted — we must conclude
that they disappeared sometime towards the end of the Chankuo period and probably no earlier
than the close of the third century B.C. The complete lack of reference to the Cauldrons in works
such as the Shu-ching and Shih-ching may indicate, however, that the whole story was an invention
of late Chan-kuo or Ch’in times and in all probability was created to satisfy Shih Huang Ti’s taste
for magical and unattainable phenomena.

3. Hou-Han Period Discoveries (25-220 A.D.) and
a Note on the Significance of Portents

The earliest notice of a find in this period is recorded in the Imperial Annals of the Hou
Han-shu %% % :

[39*] Yung-p'ing %ZF reign-period, the sixth year (63 A.D.), in the second month; a"
cauldron was found in Wang-lo-shan [:%%/l| and presented.to the by the Governor of
Lu-chiang &L K~ . In summer, the fo on‘th,:fon‘\ﬁle\ ay ;ch tzi ST [1], an imperial
edict was issued which a i 1 tal from the Nine Pastors and
cast Ting-cauldrons re ing the spee;al features (of the Nine Provinces) so that the people
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might know théksprltes and evil things and not meet with wicked influences — when they did
contact such evil, however, virtue would flourish. The Ting-cauldrons passed from Shang to Chou
and when the virtue of Chou decayed they were submerged and lost. The descent of good omens
coincides with virtuousness but at present the government in its guidance of the people is mani-
foldly unjust — why has it come to this? The Yi-(ching) states: ‘Ting-cauldrons represent the
“Three Dukes” ’. Can it (really) be that the appointments of the highest officers Z1Jg] are well
founded? The Master of Ceremony K/’ will lodge the Ting-cauldron in the Temple on the day of
sacrifices in readiness for its use. ...” {Hou Han-shu, Ming-ti-chi, 2.10b)

The content of the edict is not greatly different from the similar legendary material incorporated
in the long Shih-chi passage [30] presented in the preceding section. In fact, a much better corres-
pondence is to be noted upon comparing the section: “In antiquity Yii i ... were submerged and
lost.” with the long Tso-chuan passage [17] cited earlier. There would appear to be little question
that the reference to the Ni rons was based dlrectly upon such sources. In the Imperial
Edicts as cited in thi uite ,;g;ommon to find these time-worn historico-literary
references which, no requently, tend to form the bulk of the content. Material of this kind
was, no doubt, customarily incorporated in edicts at the time of composition. This should not,
however, preclude consideration being given to the possibility that similar content may have been
added later during the process of compilation of the Histories in instances where the only records
of particular edicts then available may have consisted of brief or fragmentary notices. In the
present case there is an interval of more than three centuries between the event and its insertion
in the Imperial Annals of the Hou Han-shu (compiled by Fan Yeh {if | 398-445 A.D. — about
two centuries after the close of the dynastic period).'® One may justifiably wonder how many
official documents would have been preserved in their entirety, let alone in their original form,
over so long a period.

In assessing the situation of such passages in the Hou Han-shu in this manner, however, it is
most important to recollect that a succession of historical compilations preceded the work before
it reached its ultimate form. The earliest extant is the incompletely transmitted T ung-kuan Han- chi
O whose compﬂatlon commenced early in the‘ og Han eriod with : sections written by

; -BMFEA, vol.26, 1954, p.9ff
nnals incorporating the above notice were
compiled shortly after . nearly 60 years ater than the event. Record of the Wang-lo-shan
discovery as presented e Tung-kuan Han-chi differs appreciably both in scope of content and
in certain details from the Hou Han-shu:

for a detailed text histo

[40*] In the sixth year, the Governor of Lu-chiang presented to the Throne a precious Ting-cauldron
which had come to light in Wang-lo-shan. It was lodged in the Imperial Ancestral Temple and an
imperial edict was issued, stating: “The Yi (-ching states:) ‘The legs of the Ting-cauldron represent
the ‘Three Dukes’ ”. How can it not be that the appointments of the highest officers are well
founded! The Master of Ceremony will set up the Ting-cauldron in the Temple on the day of
sacrifices in readiness for its use.” (Hu-pei hsien-cheng yi-shu, XXIX, 2.4a)

In the later compilation the character order is changed from Ji& /L K<FEREERL > H E&gl (Tung-
kuan Han-chi) to: &I BFW » L ASFEL>  (Hou Han-shu) while the date of the edict

16 Upon first mention of each of the Histories — or where otherwise more appropriate — I have incor-
porated in my text such basic information as the date of compilation, the name and dates of the person chiefly
responsible for the work, etc. In quite a few cases identical events and personages with whom the cited passages
are associated appear in two or more of the histories and other sources. It isiconvenient to have the relevant data
immediately available during the course of the discussion::] have simply f d Han Yu-shan’s Elements of
Chinese Historiography (pp.1 ' R
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in the earlier version is not defined beyond the year of reign. The same entry is to be found in Liu
Sung-shu 2|k E (compiled 492-93 A.D. under the direction of Shen Yiieh /1#y, 441-513 A.D.)
where the character order of the Tung-kuan Han-chi is maintained but with the addition of “third
month” which conflicts with the Hou Han-shu’s “second month” (ch. 29.42a [41*]). Only the
notice of the discovery is quoted. The Hou Han-shu thus presents a detailed date for the edict
together with the addition of a passage comprising 55 characters including a section copied almost
verbatim from the Tso-chuan. The sentence: “It was lodged in the Imperial Ancestral Temple”
was omitted. It repeats the section: “The Yi-ching states: . ... in readines for its use”, with the
character H ‘“‘to state” added, the characters & “feet” and Ji° “negative particle” deleted,
and the “interrogative particle” - replaced by %5 , a partlcle expres51 - of doubt. Then there
finally follows a sentence (which I have not mcorp
passage) recording the award of 50 bal
grain to the Nine Ministe

%) t Hou;;Han shu has record of this matter

Details of this would appéar to illustrate aspects of editing in the Hou Han-shu version
involving elaborations:composed upon the basis of materials drawn from the traditional literature.
The compiler has apparently sought thus to clarify the terse Tung-kuan Han-chi entry. If, however,
all these additional points of information were originally available to the Tung-kuan Han-chi
compiler we may be reasonably justified in asserting that at least the details of dates and of awards
would have been entered, too. In all probability the entry in the Liu Sung-shu was copied directly
from a contemporaneous copy of the Tung-kuan Han-chi while the addition of *“third month” to
the entry may have been the result of careless consultation of the Hou Han-shu — the simple error
in the numeral may, of course, have developed in one or other of these two sources at a much later
_time.

Omissions and inconsistencies in dates are matters difficult to explain or to resolve without
access to more sources than those available for the present entry. However, the remaining ad-
ditional material in the Hou Han-shu account seems quite evidently to be editorial elaboration and
its association with the discovery of the Ting-cauldron to be essentially the invention of the com-
piler. In this later account the omission of the negamvew:* rtic * would appear to have been
purposeful. Without it the sentence concerie \ﬁtsé‘ note appropria ely with the general context
of the newly incorporated passage i n“terms of the last sentence. The reference
therein to the present govemment as bemg wayward in its duties to the people and that things
should have come to. this state does not lead easily to the Tung-kuan Han-chi remark: “How can
it not be that the appointments of the highest officers are well founded!” Such a sentence implies
quite forcibly that the appointments were, indeed, well founded and established upon proper
principles — a circumstance which necessarily contradicts the situation of the government. As such
it is, nevertheless, a statement perfectly in accord with the notice of a discovery of so favourably
omened an object as a Ting-cauldron. By dropping the negative particle, however, a marked sense
of doubt results. It would appear thus that something has gone astray in the course of the Hou
Han-shu compiler’s revision of this text, or perhaps during the course of transmission of the text.
This point is noted merely as a matter of interest — possibly more extensive investigation may
clarify the matter but that is not the purpose of the discussion here.

The frequent insertion of notices of phenomenal happenings is a characteristic feature of

Chinese historical compilation, and a technique the full s1gmﬁoance of whlch has yet to be
thoroughly explored. As we are essentially investigating a p Ak
appearance of ancient bronze artifacts — 1t is necessary
other such entries at som length Di ;
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naturally enough it may be assumed that reports of most such auspicious finds would have been
recorded and preserved in the archives. Unfortunately, however, there are no means of determin-
ing how many reports on matters of such significance were sent to the Capital and, of course,
when it comes to the compilation of any particular Dynastic History it is likewise impossible to
assess the number of archival entries that were still extant and, of these, the number that may have
been made available to the compilers, and, most important, how did the compilers deal with such
data in the course of their writing of the Histories? The situation in respect of ominous portents is
likewise difficult to deal with with any degree of precision — except in the case of solar eclipses. In
order to work with portents’ records in general, it is essential that we digress briefly and take into
consideration some aspects of problems attending the entries of solar eclipses against which we
have the valuable control of computed solar echpses

In addition H.H. Dubs
against those recorded | ry. of the Former Han Dynasty,Vols.I to III). Dubs’ investigations are
most valuable and have been consulted in detail in the writing of the following pages wherein the
results of my own investigations covering the Ch’ien Han data are presented briefly.'”’

During the 230 years of the Ch’ien Han period there occurred 559 solar eclipses visible from
various parts of the Earth. Amongst these 98 have been demonstrated to have been visible in China.
Of these 98 computed eclipses, 44 are accurately recorded in the Han-shu and the Shih-chi —
some cases slight textual changes have been found applicable. A further number, however, requires
far too great a degree of “correction” to permit acceptance of the character changes which Dubs
has proposed, and accordingly the entries concerned are placed, in Table 1 opposite, in the column
of “improbable eclipses”. This column contains thus 17 recorded eclipses which cannot be matched
acceptably with the 54 “omitted” eclipses known by computation to have been visible in China.
I have chosen to use the term “improbable eclipses” rather than “inaccurately recorded eclipses”
— the latter implies that the entries concerned were origi pon actual eclipses or
archival records thereof but in the course of transmlssron the wording ‘of the text has become
corrupted. The former term seems to me.to suit stances better.’® The point of particu-
lar interest now lies in the occurrerice of: {a}accura ecorded eclipses, (b) improbable eclipses,
and (c) visible eclipses omltted' from record.

It will be observed in- the Table that three distinct groups or levels of reliability appear.

17 It is my intention to publish later the entire set of data which at present comprises a fairly compre-
hensive listing of all recorded eclipses in the Histories with the original passages reproduced in full context and
the relevant astronomical entries from Oppolzer accompanying each. This project is aimed to test the thesis
offered here that the eclipses should not be regarded as data derived entirely from archival records. An appreci-
able proportion of the entries seem to be the results of backward calculations and sometimes sheer guesswork.
If this thesis can be sustained then it will fall in line with the conclusions advanced towards the end of the
present survey, namely, in respect of pre-Han bronze ritual vessels there is similarly a measure of control, and
similarly the manner in which the Chinese historian approached his data may be assessed.

18 It is obvious that the concept of “improbable eclipse™ entries requires further discussion, and with
relevant examples cited, but space is not sufficient here. However, attention may be drawn to such instances as
LHIEA ¥ being revised to = LA FEH (Dubs I, 188) so as to fit Opp. 2414; similarly the last two
eclipses recorded in Wen Ti’s reign (Dubs I, 286); etc., etc. Such manipulations to the text succeed in forcing it
to fit the eclipse dates calculated by Oppolzer but there still remains the uestion as to ‘what ‘were the dates
actually and originally written in by the Han-shu compiler! A major ijectlo to the procedure is, of course, the
fact that the series of eclipses listed in the Han-shu d af eclipses visible in China.
And there are other considerations; too.
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(Arranged in groups of visible eclipses, those accurately recorded, improbable eclipses, and omitted eclipses.)
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No. of Visible No. Accurately  No. Improbable Omitted Total  Length of
Eclipses Recorded Eclipses Eclipses Recorded  Reign
1. KaoTsu i 6 2 1 4 3 12 years
206-195 B.C.
2, HuiTi =A% 5 1 1 4 2 7 years
195-188 B.C.
3. KaoHao &5 8 years
188-180 B.C.
4, WenTi 3% 23 years
180-157 B.C.
5. Ching Ti B% . 5[4%) 4[1%] + [1¥] 5 10 16 years
157-141BC.
6. WuTi BF 20 9 4 11 13 54 years
141-87 B.C.
TOTAL 53 20 [7*] 16 [3%] 33 35 120 years
7. ChaoTi PEF 4 2 - 2 2 13 years
87-74 B.C.
8. HstianTi E¥% 13 3 - 10 3 25 years
74-49 B.C.
9. YianTi ©TF 7 2 1 5 3 16 years
49-33 B.C.
TOTAL 24 7 1 54 years
10. Ch’eng Ti 7% 10 10 26 years
33-7B.C.
1. AITi  #=% 2 - 2 6 years
7B.C.-1 AD. :
12. PingTi &% 3 2 - 1 2 5 years
1-5A.D.
13. JuTzuYing FEF88 1 1 - - 1 3 years
6-8 A.D.
14. Wang Mang £ 5 5 2 - 3 2 14 years
9-23 A.D.
TOTAL 21 17 0 4 17 56 years
GRAND TOTAL 98 44 17 54 60 230 years

Eclipses recorded in the Shih-chi are indicated by bracketed figures with asterisks. Shih-chi eclipses not found in

the Han-shu are preceded by a + sign.
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Records of eclipses between the years 33 B.C. and 23 A.D. (56 years) are not only consistently
accurate, but also they are practically complete. Such was the condition of the sources concerned
35 years or so after the close of the dynasty when Pan Ku Pi[# (32-92 A.D.) commenced his part
of the compilation of the Han-shu. At this time the earliest documents in the group were approach-
ing a century in age. Those of the preceding half century (54 years: 87-33 B.C.) were likewise
accurate in dating details, but many eclipses (17 out of 24) were either not observed or not
recorded. In the earliest of these three groups (206-87 B.C. — nearly 120 years in extent) improb-
able eclipses are to be noted as a particular, though not surprising, feature. Of the 53 computed
eclipses, 20 are correctly recorded; of the 33 omitted a certain degree ot parallel may be sought
amongst the 16 improbable eclipse dates, but as will be fully demonstrated ina later paper few, if
any, of the textual manipulations attempted can be ceepte h confidence. The increasing
288 of record of eclipse data in
may actually reflect upon the

eclipses can be computed we may surely wonder if the pattern in Table 1 may not, indeed, require
an explanation in terms of backward calculation (with frequent mathematical errors) or mere
guesswork.

When compiling the History of the Former Han Dynasty Pan Ku made considerable use of
the Shih-chi. Eclipses recorded by Ssu-ma Ch’ien were accordingly incorporated in the Han-shu.
Ssu-ma Ch’ien noted altogether ten eclipses amongst the reigns of the Empress Lii (Kao Hou), Wen
Ti, and Ching Ti, but none for the first two Emperors, Kao Tsu and Hui Ti. No entries were made
for the last of the Han rulers dealt with in the Shih-chi — the Emperor Wu. However, seven of Ssu-
ma Ch’ien’s eclipse dates are accurate and so, too, are their counterparts in the Han-shu; it is
interesting to observe that one improbable Shih-chi eclipse is copied exactly by Pan Ku, but the
remaining two do not appear in the Han-shu. Over and above these, Pan Ku lists four accurate
eclipses and nine improbable eclipses. The details are presented in Table 2 (the Shik-chi entries
have also been indicated briefly by bracketed figures in Table 1). It would seem in the face of the
data thus arranged that one or more sources other. than' thi i provided the additional

they came into Pan K
contrasted with Ssu-m en’s 70% of accurate entrres'

In making these obs rvations it is necessary, however, to keep in mind the possibility that
the Shih-chi in Pan Ku’s time was more complete than the present version, and thus some of the
accurate eclipses in the first two reigns may originally have appeared there. That no record of
eclipses is to be found in the Annals of Wu Ti is, in all probability, due to the harsh punishment
suffered by Ssu-ma Ch’ien for his outspoken criticism of Wu Ti’s policy. With eclipses occurring
nearly every second year, he knew better than to risk further anatomical losses by indiscreetly
recording astronomical data of such ill-omen. Absence of eclipse notices in the biography of his
reigning Emperor — whatever the reason for the omission — would allow the assumption that some
other source containing record of the eclipses in Wu Ti’s reign was consulted by Pan Ku — this
hypothetical source may have preserved entries only up to the end of Wu Ti’s reign. Thereafter,
there is an abrupt cessation of improbable eclipses, followed three reigns later by an increasingly
marked tendency towards complete recording. Probably two unrelated sets of data are thus to be
inferred from the Tables, while the Shik-chi was a third and the major.sourceé ‘e‘clrpse record for
the first 120 years covered by the Han-shu.

A rather curious form of interpretation

ents’ data in the Han-shu
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TABLE 2 Eclipses in the Shih-chi and in the Han-shu.
Eclipse Shih-chi Eniry Copy f’if)’;xs};;lih-chi Copy ﬁoﬁagts::r Sources
Kao Tsu =il
3.% Opp. 2387** nil - 3:10 - R .205(20/12)1 Correct
- nil. - 3:11 - 320 .204(18/1)  No Eclipse
Opp. 2402 nil. - 9:6 - ZF .198(7/8) Correct
Hui Ti B
12. - nil. - 7:1 - ¥F1 .188(2‘:‘1:/2) No Eclipse
13.  Opp. 2425 nil. X 88(1"71/7) Correct

Kao Hou &/
14. - nil. . : .186(26/7) No Eclipse*
16. Opp. 2441  7:1- 7:1- 23 .181(4/3) Correct
WenTi % ‘
17. Opp. 2447 2:11 - nil. [10.19] 2:11-3%Jp.178(2/1) - Correct
18. - 2:12 - 15th day [10.19] nil. nil. No Eclipse*
19. Opp. 2449 3:10-TH [10.24] 3:10-TH .178(22/12) - Correct
20. - nil. - 3:11- 1790 .177(20/1) No Eclipse*
30. - nil. - 4:4 - RE .160(9/6) No Eclipse*
31. - nil. - 7:1 - ¥FX .157(9/2) No Eclipse*
: Ching Ti &%
33. Opp. 2506  nil - 3:2 - ¥ .154(4/4) Correct*
34. - nil, - 4:10 - [REK No Eclipse*
37. Opp. 2515 7:12 - nil. [11.8] Correct
38. - nil No Eclipse*
40. - [11.10] 148¢ No Eclipse*
41, Opp. 2523 : [11.10] 3:9°¢ D‘ZBZ 147(10/11) - Correct
42, - nil. o B - 4:10 - R4 .146( ) No Eclipse*
44. Opp. 2530 6:7 -¥x% [11.13] 6:7 -3¥%.144(8/9) - ) Correct
45.  Opp. 2532 1:7 -z [11.14] 1:7 -ZE. .143(28/8) - Correct
46. - 3:10 - nil. nil. nil, No Eclipse*

*  The numbers 3, 4, 6, etc. accord with the 116 entries in my forthcoming survey covering Han period eclipses.

**  QOpp. numbers are those of individual eclipses computed in Oppolzer’s Canon der Finsternisse.

+  3:10- 8% = 3rd year (of nien-hao), 10th month, cyclical day; 205(20/12) = 206 B.C., 20th December.
Numbers in square brackets refer to Takigawa Kametard’s edition of the Shih-chi.

NOTES WITH REFERENCE TO LAST COLUMN:
1. Eclipse notices 3 to 13 are not recorded in Shih-chi; the Han-shu has taken these from another source.
2. Eclipse notices 14 to 46: “No Eclipse*” and “Correct*” indicate entries taken from a source (or sources) other
“than the Shih-chi — none of these notices are recorded in the Shik-chi. Three of the i:notices comprise
“1mprobable” eclipses (No Echpse*), one only of these — no. 40 -h spied by ‘the Han-shu. No.18
‘ ipses of both the sun and the

moon. There was no echpse
3. Of the 10 Shih-chi entri
eclipses.

notices 4 are correct and 9 are “improbable”
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was proposed some years ago by H. Bielenstein in a short study, “The Portents in the Ts’ien
[Ch’ien] Han-shu” (BMFEA, vol.22). He regards the discrepancies amongst the notices of eclipses,
when contrasted with those that actually occurred, as being the results of deliberate manipulations
eéffected concurrently by officials and ministers throughout the Ch’ien Han period — his study, it
may be noted, deals only with the reigns up to Ch’eng-ti (87 B.C.). By recording or concealing
reports of eclipses the officials were able, he asserts, to indicate respectively blame or praise of the
Imperial government. Other portents, too, were similarly allowed to be formally recorded, or were
concealed, according to current actions of the Emperors — in other words, the portents generally
may be regarded as a sort of barometer of imperial popularity. The argument is expounded by
statistics of the eclipses recorded by reigns as a function of those which shétild have been recorded.
Portents of ill-omen other than eclipses — s, locusts, avalanches, etc.—
228 items altogether — are averaged by ye: vand the two sets of data are plotted as
ccord quite well and, on the face of it, his thesis would seem to be
substantiable. Howe eclipse data was not critically investigated and in some instances rather
carelessly or empirically selected — particularly in respect of the limit between “observable” and
“not observable” among nonrecorded eclipses.’®

As to the now generally conceded unreliability of portent records for use in the more
obvious aspects of quantitative research — studies on seasonal distributions, cycles of floods, pests,
frequency of earthquakes, etc. — the results of Bielenstein’s research is certainly in accord, but the
reason is not, as he seems to suppose, that concurrent selection and discarding of facts was done.
The simplest and most obvious explanation is that the records were lost, or the data discarded
during compilation. If it were the result of continued and purposeful manipulations, then those
concerned would not only need to have been able to view the reign as a whole right from the
moment the ruler ascended the throne, but also a common policy would need to have been
adhered to by generation after generation of officials and ministers. This is a situation far beyond
the bounds of plausibility.?® But in later times, when the history of the preceding dynasty was in
the course of compilation, the historian was in a particularly good position to select and adjust his
materials as he thought fit. By scattering notices of portents _throughout his text, he had a useful
means of creating the required atmosphere which his factual accounts would not fully achieve on
their own. W. Eberhard has expr _ g these lines (see Bi¢lenstein, p.133) which
Bielenstein strongly contests: ... PanKu is not a forger. He did not insert portents in his history

19 The method of selection is described: ““The limit between ‘observable’ and ‘not observable’ among these
non-recorded eclipses I have put at the eclipse with the lowest magnitude which actually was recorded” (p.131,
note 1). One’s immediate reaction to this is simply: Where? The eclipse of 38 B.C. (14th Jan.), for instance, had
a magnitude of 0.02 at Ch’ang-an, while at 40° North of the Capital (approx. at the lat. of Peking) it would have
reached as much as 0.15. There are several other such examples which Dubs has conveniently worked out.
However, there is 2 more serious objection: Dubs does not give magnitude figures at all for quite a few of both
the recorded and the omitted eclipses — presumably these have been arbitrarily accepted or discarded upon other
bases? These and other crucial points are elaborated upon in detail in my forthcoming survey of eclipse records.

20" Consider, for instance, the total of 228 portents from Kao Tsu to Ch’eng Ti. This averages barely more
than one item per year! To imagine that five or six generations of officials and analists were able to apportion
these events correctly in the Imperial Archives so as to fit the scheme that they could not possibly foretell — even
to the extent of allowing or disallowing record of calamities at the very beginnings of reigns before the ultimate
nature of the Emperors and their policies had sufficiently crystallized — is just a little far-fetched. Then one
must consider the machinery involved — a form of government wherein the Mi icialdom, the various
and changing cliques in the Palace, and the annalists cooperated so.sugcessfull or without knowledge of
the future) as to achieve official recordings of @f portent i
items involved, would be so e it ‘
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for purpose of his own. The portents were memorialized to the Emperors. Even a cursory reading
of the Ts’ien [Ch’ien]-Han-shu makes this evident. We find the Emperors in their edicts again and
again announce that portents had occurred and that they themselves were thus to blame . ... If,
therefore Pan Ku inserted portents into his history in order to express his personal criticism he
must also have forged the edicts . ...” (pp.133-34).

Such admirable faith in the integrity of the ancient Chinese Historians is not, unfortunately,
warranted or justifiable. In the first place, the original edicts cannot be consulted to investigate
the nature and scope of “forgery” or, what may be more to the point, the extent of adjustments or
additions to the text effected by the compiler. But comparison of the Han-shu and Shih-chi shows
only too well that Pan Ku made many changes and additions in his adaption of Ssu-ma Ch’ien’s
records. The latter, for his part, did not hesxtate to implement chan earlier documents when

: ‘ ; » number of Western sino-
1stou'y in China as an activity quite unlike that in other
‘should be regarded in awe — a paragon of virtue who
might gaily embe]lish;hg itings with stereotyped phraseology as a means of creating the atmos-
phere he considers appropriately relevant to an event or personage but who would never tamper
with fundamental data or fact.?’

The edict of the year 63 A.D. above — the first of our Hou Han period notices of the
discoveries of ancient bronze vessels — illustrates perfectly well the aim of the writer. Fan Yeh
JuME (398-445 A.D.) wanted to explain here at somewhat greater length and in the grand manner
of Ssu-ma Ch’ien, the full significance that such a discovery must have had. Thus with the Shih-chi
passage relating to the Fen-yin find at hand and the relevant Tso-chuan passage in mind he re-wrote
the Tung-kuan Han-chi version expanding it along the lines he felt most suitable for the occasion.
That aspects of the original meaning had to be adjusted was a matter of lesser account, he simply
considered it to be his duty to present the story in terms suitable for the “reading public” of his
time. He was not alone in tampermg with the original wordlng in earher texts and he himself seems

accept the fact that the had parncular standards ct;ﬁiques which were perfectly acceptable

in their day.

[42*] During the reign of the Han Emperor Chang #7% , Chien-ch’u #%) reign-period, the seventh
year (82 A.D.), the tenth month, the Emperor ( 5% ) made a tour of inspection to the west
proceeding as far as Huai-li #88 , Yu-fu-feng #3:E , Chin-shang %t [ and Mei-yang 3:[ .
A bronze vessel was obtained from Ch’i-shan i1l| , it was like a wine Tsun-goblet & . The
Emperor ordered it to be employed en route, mornings and evenings, in heating wine for the
officials. (Liu Sung-shu, Fu-jui-chih, 29,42a; ¢f. Hou Han-shu, Chang-ti-chi, 3.11a [43*])

The Fu-jui-chih section of the Liu Sung-shu is a particularly useful source with its list of references

21 Iconoclastic statements of this kind I offer in the first instance simply as an historian — I am not
convinced that China alone has succeeded in producing historians of such high calibre in objectivity. Few
historians in other fields of ancient and medieval history would accept such premises. Secondly, I strongly
suspect that a major pitfall into which the student of a particular text, or group of texts, will stray is the lack of
realisation that he is essentially dealing with a secondary work transmitted over a long period of time. Accord-
ingly, any assessment as to what may constitute primary documentation within, th compass of the work in
question, must be based upon outside information of a contempqx and ptsferab archaeological type. Ob-
viously no one is in a position to produce an original i n: date ‘to prove or disprove points
discussed above.
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to earlier works containing records of this kind. Here, however, it varies somewhat from the Hou
Han-shu account, which does not describe the vessel as being put to such use. Instead, the Emperor
is made to hold forth on the ill-omened nature of the event which was also accompanied by the
capture of a white deer: “Above, there lacks an enlightened Son of Heaven and below there is a
dearth of worthy governors. The people’s setting virtue at naught has led to mutual resentment
throughout the districts — whose coming does this vessel presage?” (op. cit., 3.11a). The last
characters: & F53K5K are doubtless inspired by the Kung-yang Commentary />%{% which
tells of Confucius’s utterance in similar circumstances: “Confucius embraced the unicorn ¥ and
tearfully said:" ‘Who is coming! Who is coming!’ ” (315 5k &k | Bk !). This touching little
. anecdote, itself of dubious origin, is clearly indicative of the fab d nature of the Emperor’s
words. Although Chang Ti may have \known the ‘class their commentaries in appreciable
detail, and quoted extensively from the 3. speect hances of his utterances being pre-
served — assumi ey were originally written down by a scribe — through three centuries is
rather unlikely. ] peech is exactly the sort of thing the Confucian-trained historian would
assume ought to have been expressed on such an occasion. It is perhaps a significant point, too,
that the compﬂer of the Liu Sung-shu, writing only 50 years after the Hou Han-shu was completed,
should have recorded (or created?) an entirely different story to go with the same event.
There is one other entry in the Hou Han-shu:

[44*] Yung-yiian 5k ). reign-period, the first year (89 A.D.). ... Tou Hsien ®¥ (during his expedition
against the Hsiung-nu 4% obtained) . ... an ancient Ting-cauldron abandoned by the Southern
Shen-yii-chief B ¥ which had a capacity of 5 fou =} ;on its side was an inscription which read:
“Chung-shan-fu’s Ting-cauldron, may for a myriad years sons and grandsons forever preserve
(value?) and employ it.” Hsien presented it to the Emperor. (Tou Hsien chuan, 53.8b)

In the Impenal Ch’ien-lung % edition consulted the character pao E “precious” is written
as f& pao “preserve”. In the Po-na & #4 edition it is “precious” — being the earlier and possibly
the more reliable version, this should be accepted. It is a poi uﬁpottance for inscriptions
of Western Chou usually use the character “preclous”,whﬂe "’ is characteristically Eastern
Chou. As the recorded inscription.is so brief he namie-title of the vessel-maker obviously an
error in transcription, a clue of this sort woul dating it. However, the text rings very true
although it is not complete — possibly only one character has been omitted: “made” which should
follow the vessel-maker s name. The third character in the title-name formula was originally % fu
and certainly not # fu; this is an example of a scribal error originating in the phonetic identity
of the two characters. It is interesting to observe in the Chinese text the doubling of the characters

- tzu “‘son” and % sun “grandson™: T FIRfk “descendants”. In the original inscription this
doubling would have been indicated by the repetition sign: F -3k~ (see Figure 6). In the
description it is noted that the inscription was on the (interior) “side” of the vessel ( Hesse8)
which form of expression suggests the location normally used in Western Chou style Ting-
cauldrons. The capacity in present day measurements would be approximately 9.90 litres. Without
some indication of linear measurements it is difficult to ascertain the size of this vessel. A further
problem is the general lack of relevant data amongst archaeological reports and catalogues — only
rarely is the capacity of a vessel measured. In Figure 7, a selection of vessels from available
examples with capacity measurements is presented for purposes of companson It is evident that
the Chung-shan-fu Ting-cauldron was of appreciable size.2?

the convenient chart in the Kadokawa
plification — there are various com-

22 Early measure conversions throughout this survey m
Kanwa chu jiten AJI| : § .
plexities which I have n
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In the Liu Suhg-sku the same discovery is listed amongst the “Records of Auspicious
Influences” (Fu-jui-chih) and would seem obviously to have been taken directly from the earlier
record although considerably abbreviated:

[45*] Yung-yiian reign-period, the first year, Tou Hsien made a punitive expedition against the Hsiung-
nu and in the northern part of the desert at Chiu-ch’iian i obtained the Chung-shan-fu Ting-
cauldron which had a capacity of 5 fou. (29.42b)

Here the Liu Sung-shu compiler, Shen Yiieh 74#J (441-513 A.D.) has followed the Hou Han-shu
text with reasonable accuracy. In the previously cited Liu Sung-shu passage [42*], however, it

ifig-cauldron text. On the right

FIGURE 6 An attempt to reconstruct the ar
( of the Hou Han-sh

aic.form of tﬁéChun sha
is the transcription which appeais in.curtent ou’ H ]
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Ch'en-ch’'un Fu-cont (R1110)

(R1752)
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(R1750) (R1751)

FIGURE 7 Line-drawings all to the same scale of a selection of bronze vessels of known capacity measurements
with which the Chung-shan-fu Ting-cauldron may be compared. Unfortunately no indication is recorded as to
what general type of Ting-cauldron it was and the available examples of vessels with capacity measurements are
very hmxted Those presented here will serve also to mdlcate size/weight scale with reference to later passages

R1110: 2.86 1t, 3.15 kg;
R1752: 39.60 It, 33.5 kg;
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would appear that Shen Yiieh disagreed — quite rightly — with Fan Yeh’s interpretation of the
significance of the Tsun-vase discovery and accordingly created a more appropriate story. Bronze
vessels from the ancient dynasties were possibly objects of awe, but surely not of ill-omen. The
Emperor should not have had cause for anxiety on the account of the vessel — far better then
would it be to adjust the record in conformity with this view.?3

About the same period covered by the two preceding passages (circa 100 A.D.) when
compiling the Shuo-wen chieh-tzu F3C#%F , Hsu Shen T8 wrote in his preface [46] of the
frequent finds of bronze vessels “in the hills and streams” in various parts of the country contain-
ing inscriptions in the ancient script (ku-wen 3 ) of the preceding dynasties. The style of the
characters, he observed, accorded with those in which the manuscripts. found in the walls of
Confucius’s house were written. It is somewhat a problem ever, to decide how this note of
Hsii’s is to be interpreted in the face of the pauclty of Tecor ds'in Han period sources. As to
the similarity of the | > scr 3 thanuscripts purported to have come from
Confucius’s house, : is no ‘dlrect way of checkmg the truth of the matter. The story of the
finds of ancient doc ts in Confucius’s house is, no doubt, to be interpreted in a very general
sense — it being merely representative of occasional Han time discoveries of pre-Ch’in manuscripts.
Whether Confucius’s house was so sturdy a structure that it could have survived the passage of four
centuries is a point of some relevance, too. However, the bulk of such early documents which may
have come to light would not only have been in the fragmentary condition so often described in
the various accounts, but also the majority of them would have been written in Chan-kuo script
wherein the influence of Ch’in’s Small Seal characters would not yet have had any marked effect.
Amongst recently excavated inscribed materials of Chan-kuo date, however, we find numerous
characters of common contemporaneous use which seem to have been unknown to Hsii Shen — if
original documents containing these characters actually came into Hsii’s hands, the fact would be
evident in the Shuo-wen and other relevant sources of Han period date.?*

k&, 23397 AD) évlnch covers the perlod w220 80 A.D. One further ﬁnd supposed to have
occurred in this penod is described in a T’ang period source.

[47*] During the reign of Sun Ch’ian #R# (Ta-ti X7 ) of Wu & , Ch’ih-wu # 5 reign-period, the
twelfth year (249 A.D.), in the sixth month, on the day wu-hsii XX [35], a precious Ting-
cauldron was recovered from Lin-p’ing Lake B&Z-#8 and another in Ling Hsien, Tung-pu I}
#BR% . (Liu Sung-shu, Fu-jui-chih, 29.42b; ¢f San-kuo-chih, Wu-chih, 2.31b [48%]

23 Instances of discrepancies of this scope may, no doubt, reflect upon the reliability of the record some-
where along the line. It would seem reasonable to claim that the original account of the Tsun-vase discovery in
the archives consulted by Fan Yeh should not have varied appreciably from the original account followed by
Shen Yiieh — if both derive from official archives. Should the situation be interpreted in terms of conflicting
primary records then clearly the possibility of other (and undetectable) instances must be kept continually in
mind when working through the Histories. That Shen Yiieh simply altered the account for reasons best known
to himself is the more realistic hypothesis to my mind.

24 A detailed and extensively illustrated survey of pre-Han chaxacte:s W
publication deals with this matter at some length 1t will be.publishy
Nature and the Structure o

ch ave almost ready for
: “Some Observations on the
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This account was derived from the Wi-lu R & , a lost work quoted copiously in the com-
mentary on the San-kuo-chih, but it does not mention the second find in Ling Hsien. Possibly the
Sung-shu’s additional notice here may have been based upon an available record?

[49*] During the reign of Ching Ti 27 of Wu, Yung-an % reign-period, the third year (260 A.D.),
in the third month, a red crow was [said to have been] seen at Hsi-ling 7§ , in this year a large
Ting-cauldron was obtained in the prefecture of Chien-te &% . (Ts’e-fu yiian-kuei, 201, p.2417;
cf. Liu Sung-shu, Fu-jui-chih, 29.14b with the additional character & [50%*])

From another lost book, the Wu-li % | the discovery is quoted in the San-kuo-chih commentary
(Wu-chih, 3.8b [51*]). Wang Ch’injo 1:$X#; and the other editors of the Sung period encyclo-
paedna the Ts'e-fu yuan—kuez MHAFCHE have actually combme ‘ oper of the San-kuo-

the commentary [52*].
‘ t appears = this awkward aspect of Chinese
historical writing may casions prcmde bases for misinterpretation, especially when the
original sources have disa; ed and no check is possible.

So far, our survey has been concerned with “accredited” sources, but on occasions we shall
note entries in other literature which does not always receive full sanction in Chinese scholarship.
The Yu-yang tsa-tsu B5HE4 compiled by Tuan Ch’eng-shih - E¥ X (died, 863 A.D.) in the
T’ang period is one such item — it is filled with all sorts of fanciful anecdotes amongst which the
following appears:

[53*] Hu Tsung ##7 was a collector and during the time of Sun Ch’iian (of Wu, 220-65 A.D.) dugup a
bronze Hsia-coffer [ , 2 feet 7 inches [65.12cm] in length with a lid made of glass; there was
also a white jade sceptre ( 4% ) with the gripping area carved all over with dragons, tigers, and
locusts. No one knew the purpose of these and someone was sent to ask Tsung. Tsung said:
“Anciently Shih-huang-ti of Ch’in regarded Mt. Chin-ling 4:f% as having an Imperial aspect. To
pacify the hills and mounds he hurriedly buried precious objects everywhere to give them a
Princely aspect. This would seem to be the explanation.” (11.4b; Ku-chin t'u-shu, chl—ch eng,
chuan 251, vol.800.51a)

Comment is unnecessary, but the general atmosphere of the to one which may be noted on

occasions in passages from: more reputable sour s.

[54*] During the reign of Sun Han- TR (Mo-ti Xaﬁ ) of Wu, Pao-ting B§fil reign-period, the first year
(266 A.D.), in the eighth month the local officials said that a large Ting-cauldron had been found
whereupon the reign-period title was changed and a general amnesty proclaimed. (San-kuo-chih,
Wu-chih, 3.15b; c¢f. Liu Sung-shu, Fu-jui-chih, 29.42b [55*])

In the Liu Sung-shu the sentence Fi7E £ 15 A i reads: 7EAT =15 A % which version seems most
likely to be a scribal error. The term Fif#: is probably to be regarded as an abbreviation of Fi%E
‘HH “the officials of that locality”. Whether this report may have been based on fact or was
simply a report based upon hearsay by the officials (i.e. the implications of the graph & ) cannot
be judged. However, it was seized upon as a suitable event for determining the reign-title. A few
lines prior to this passage may be noted the special use of the character Ting in the phrase =[]
H#iz “... the establishment of the Three Kingdoms (each independent as the three legs of a)
Ting-cauldron™ — a rather expressive metaphor in reference to the country divided as it was into

three political entities. The Liu Sung-shu entry omits record of the reign-title change

£

25 In citing these fanciful stories I do so partly on the assumptwn tha
artifacts gave rise to the stories concerned The stor teller -is regarded thus to b
Historian when it comes to embellis - the v
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[56*] T’ien-ts’e K- “Heavenly Tally” reign-period, the first year (275 A.D.); the Wu district &}
reported that a silver tally had been dug up; it was one foot in length [24.12cm] and three inches
wide [7.23cm] and engraved with characters recording the date. Thereupon a general amnesty
was proclaimed and the reign-period title was changed. (San-kuo-chih, Wu-chih, 3.19b)

At this time it seems to have been somewhat fashionable in the State of Wu to alter the reign-
period titles upon receiving notices of archaeological finds. In the following year (276 A.D.) it was
reported that Lin-p’ing Lake, which had been clogged with grass and weeds since the close of the
Han period, had cleared itself. Old grey-beards reminded each other of a saying to the effect that
while the Lake was clogged the Empire would be in confusion, and when it was clear peace would
reign. On the shores of the Lake a small greenish-white stone was found with characters 27
huang-ti “‘August Emperor” engraved on it. Accordingly reign-title was changed to KEE
T’ien-hsi “Heavenly Seal” [57]. Amazingly enough, " as extinguished four years later and the
Empire was briefly united umi he rule o Cm : ‘

In the Western Chin 74% period (280-316 A.D.) there occurred the famous find of bamboo
tablets in the second year f\»the T’ai k’ang K¢ reign-period (281 A.D.). Amongst the several
accounts in the Chin-shu & , that in the biography of Shu Hsi *# [58] mentions the
presence of “a bronze sword, 2 feet 5 inches in length” [60.3cm] in the tomb.2” About this same
time (according to tradition) was compiled the Hsi-ching tsa-chi i 540 , a collection of stories
supposedly of Han date. Although it cannot be regarded as a particularly reliable source, it is not
without interest to recall here the account therein of the Prince of Kuang-ch’uan #%JI|, Ch’ii-chi
4% . This rather lawless person gathered together many irresponsible young fellows and engaged
in questionable adventures during the course of which they dug up all the grave-mounds in the
State and obtained more than a hundred rare objects. Ten graves are described in some detail, all
stated to be of rulers and nobles of Eastern Chou, Chan-kuo, and Han times; in several graves the
corpses were found in a fresh and life-like state while many of the stone structures and contents
are described as very new in appearance (6.1a ff. [59]). Probably the bulk of the record is mere
fancy, but it may be rehable in its lllustratlon of the prevalenceko such illicit actlvmes which

the distinct impressi
established.

26 It would be a worthwhile venture, commencing from the Tso-chuan, to conduct an investigation into the
“consistently successful prophesy” theme that is employed so frequently by the Chinese Historian. From the
comparatively numerous examples which have come to light during the present survey one gains the impression
that extensive study of this historico-literary device may well result in a valuable understanding of the Historians’
methods of compilation which in turn may lead to an appreciation of further devices.

27 The several notices of the find are translated and discussed in my paper “‘Some Further Thoughts on the
Chronology of Western Chou” which will be published later this year.

28 Since this section was written, the exciting discovery in Man-ch’eng %1 , Hopei, in 1968 of the tomb
of Liu Sheng %R , Prince Ching of Chung-shan (L1# £ who died circa 113 B.C. has been well publicised.
It offers interesting confirmation of the validity of the Hsi-ching tsa-chi description of similar jade-clothed
corpses. Possibly, too, the details attending the looting of the tombs may be a little more reliable than I have
implied above, for instance, the Ma-wang-tui % T3 tomb excavated in recent weeks at Ch’ang-sha with the
corpse in a well-preserved state (see first published colour reproductions in Asehi Shimbun, 9.8.1972, p.1) may
be representative of those described in the passages referred to above in the H ng tsa-chi? However, the
authorship of the Hsi-ching tsa-chi and the Han period attnbutlon of the i 1rety has been questioned
(see Chang Hsin-cheng .07 , Wei-shu t'ung :
threaded jade-clothing™ have
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[60*] During the reign of the Emperor Min of Chin 8% , Chien-hsing 8 reign-period, the second
year (314 A.D.) in the twelfth month, a peasant named Ch’en Lung & of the prefecture of Wu-
chin, Chinling B found in his rice-fields five bronze To-bells $2 . (Liu Sung-shu, Fu-jui-
chih, 29.42b)

An earlier section of the Fu-jui-chih (27.27a [61*]) refers to the same find, but places it in the

fourth year (316 A.D.) and has the additional note: “both the handles and the mouths (i.e. lower

body area) of the bells were decorated with dragons and tigers”. The description of decorated

handles in particular would appear to suggest Eastern Chou style bells. In this same year (316 A.D.)

another find is reported following a record of fowls, sparrows, and gees tentously flying
around the place: - 4} 1

am acn?én‘ Ch'ing BR# also ob-
s and diameter 4 inches [17.36 x 9.64cm].

finely ¢onstructed. On it were 18 characters in ancient
tch could be recogmzed read: “Hui-chi hui ming &®E® & . (bid.,

[62*] In the village of Hui-chi. 7% Yen
tained from a well |
Although the objec
script, four of them v
27.27b) i

The Chin-shu ¥ & was compiled circa 644 A.D. by Fang Hslianling /5 X5 (578-648 A.D.) —
well over 200 years after the end of the Chin dynasty (265-419 A.D.). Thus the preceding Liu
Sung-shu accounts were available to Fang who used them in his writing of the lich-chuan #I{# of
Kuo P’u #[8% , a scholar of renown and an accomplished interpreter of portents concerning the
future. He was requested to conduct a divination when the King of Chin (later the Emperor Yiian
of Eastern Chin) was about to repress a rebellion at Chien-yeh & % :

[63*] P’u said: “In the north-east district, in a prefecture of the name Wu i there will be found To-
bells which will be a sign manifesting the ‘receiving of the mandate’; in the south-west district, in
a prefecture of the name Yang [ water will gush forth from the wells”. Sometime after this a
peasant of the prefecture of Wu-chin R , Chin-ling ¥ , obtained in the rice-fields five To-
bells and in the prefecture of Li-yang FE[5 water gushed forth fro Is'for a whole day
without stoppmg When the Emperor (Yuan) was Klng of C mhe ca mlssno d P’u to divine the
thereby illustrating
] hey»wxll be found in the mud of a well
in a peasant’s propert s what is acaotmted in the Oracle as: ‘The Former Kings used music
in the praise of virtue; ull qrchestra in offerings to Shang-ti 7% . [KBTK, XVI, 5.6].”
When the Emperor (Yiian) ‘cante to the throne, in the first years of the T’ai-hsing A< ® reign-
period (circa 318-21 'A.D.) a peasant of the village of Hui-chi in Yen Hsien #I% did, indeed,
obtain from a well a2 Chung-bell 7.2 inches in length and 4.5 inches in diameter [17.36 x 9.84cm],
On it was an inscription in ancient characters of unusual calligraphy comprising 18 characters
which read: “Hui-chi yiieh ming .... &##t4 ....” No one at the time was able to interpret
the other graphs. (Kuo P’u chuan, 72.3a-b)

accomphshment On

In a commentary on the Shih-ming 44 (a lexicon compiled in the Hou Han period) appears
reference to this same discovery. It is precisely dated as having occurred in the “first year” of the
T’ai-hsing K5 reign-period (318 A.D.), but the measurements of the bell are given as: length 3
inches, diameter 4 inches [7.23 x 9.64cm] . The Shih-ming passage is to be found quoted also in
commentaries in various editions of the Erh-ya BHE (e.g. Ssu-pu pei-yao PUFI{#E ed.: Shih-
ylieh B4 | chung. 3.3b [64*]). In Juan Yian’s Btor “Thirteen Classics” based upon Sung
editions (Sung-pen Shih-san ching A+ =#¢ [65*]) the passage is again quoted. However, in
these two cases the shorter measurements are recorded In the Po:na tion‘of the Chin-shu
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extant versions little can be done upon direct study of the texts to resolve which of the two re-
corded figures is the reliable one. A length (or height) of 3 inches, it may be observed, is very much
out of proportion to a diameter of 4 inches, as numerous bells testify, thus the 7.2 inches would,
no doubt, be the more valid record (see Figure 8). The stated size of the inscription, too, would
support this view.2° The further disparity of both date and measurement will have been observed
in the Liu Sung-shu passage [62*] cited earlier.

At the best, we may interpret the above extract, together with several related matters written
in the same strain located before and after it (which I have omitted) as simply an elaborate way to
record the point that Kuo P’u was known to have been a successful soothsayer. In this instance we
have available the three accounts listed in the Liu Sung-shu, compiled 150 years before. The two
incorporated in vol.27 (pp.27a-b) of the Fu-jui-chih are arbit ily adapted to fit the Kuo Pu
story. It would seem that the compﬂers simply decxded 0 assoc: the two entries with Kuo P'u
and readjust them into;] nsist ]
would surely have beer able to foresee such di 6Verles of portentous sxgmﬁcance As the portents
must herald important events and the Hui-chi find as listed in the Liu Sung-shu does not indicate
any specific happening, it would be quite reasonable to advance the date three years or so from the
Chien-hsing reign-period to the T’ai-hsing reign-period. It would, furthermore, add to the general
effect by embellishing the preceding manipulations with accounts of other phenomenal happenings
of a kind which might occur concurrently only on such important occasions.

Of the 18 characters in the inscription only four could be deciphered. These four characters,
interestingly, commence with the place-name Hui-chi — no other than the locality where the vessels
were unearthed! It may be noted that the third character differs in the two sources cited. Notwith-
standing the inappropriate nature of the inscription content, however, the “consistently-successful-
prophecy” method of historical composition indicates sufficiently enough the dubious value of the
compilation as a whole.

[66*] Durihg the reign of Ch’eng-ti, Hsien-k’ang LR reign-period, in the fifth year (339 A.D.); the
peasants of Nan-ch’ang 55 , Yii-chang % & , obtained four bronze Chung-bells ‘while digging;
the Governor, Ch'u P'ou # 23 presented them to the Empetor, ! u-jui-chih, 29.43a)

[67*] During the reign of M penod “the: first'y ar (345 A.D.), in the
second month, the:pe ed ‘a Chin-sheng hair ornament £ , five
inches in length an ed like a Chih- sheng hair ornament. In the following year Shu % was
subdued. (Yii-hai, 1 .

[68*] During the reign of Mu—t:, Sheng-p ing F/1° reign-period, the fifth year (361 A.D.), the second
month, on the day yi-wei Z.# [32], a bronze Chung-bell was obtained as a result of a horse
trampling through the soil surface in Nan-yi-men @#f . (Liu Sung-shu, Fu-jui-chih, 29.43a)

[69*] During the CR’ien-Ch’in #1138 period when Fu Chien &% (the Emperor Hsiian-chao EREFHE )
reigned, the Chien-yiian #JC reign-period, in the fifth year (369 A.D.), a wood-cutter of Ch’ang-
an saw a gold Ting-cauldron south of the city-wall { TH(i# : cf. [70*] below) and hurried to
inform (the Emperor) Chien. Chien sent someone to bring it into the city but by then it had
changed into a bronze Ting-cauldron. (Ku-chin t'u-shu chi-ch’eng, chuan 204, vol.697.58b)

Upon checking this extract in the Yi-yiian #.%i — a Sung period compilation by Liu Ching-shu
ZI| 4 similar to the Yu-yang tsa-tsu described above — from which it is cited in the Ku-chin t'u-
shu chi-ch’eng ity 4 [E & #5K , it will be noted that the date is given as “during the Chlen-yu reign-
period” and not as the “fifth year”; there are other small variations, too:

29 As bells are oval in shape the diameter would normally b ‘térims of the greater or the lesser
diameter — both measurements normally appearing in catalogues of onze essels, I take the measurements here
and in other passages to be the.greater diamete




9.64cm

9.84 cm

corded (see passages
,and C: 7.23 x 9.64cm
sibilities as to the location of

FIGURE 8 A reconstruction of the Hui-chi Chung-bell; three variant measurement
{62‘] [63*]} and [64“]) These a.re respectlvely, A:17. 36 x9. 64cm B: 1236

ment as given in the reconst i
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,“durmg the Chien-yii reign-period, a woodcutter of Ch’ang-an saw 1ns1de
the city-wall ( 7357 ) a gold Ting-cauldron and hurried to inform Chien. Chien sent someone to
fetch it. It had changed into a bronze Ting-cauldron. Upon entering (the Palace?) gates it changed
again and became a large To-bell. (Yi-yiian, 2.3a)

As there are various editions of the Yi-yiian and only one available to me (Chin-tai mi-shu #5%
#: &), I must assume the Ku-chin t'u-shu chi-ch’eng quoted from a slightly different version of this
work but did not cite it fully. There is no record of the discovery in the Chin-shu or in the Liu
Sung-shu list. In view of this object’s propensity for transforming itself and its ultimate assumption
of the form of a To-bell, it will be counted as a bell in the list of finds tabulated at the conclusion
of this survey. It may be observed, too, that it is not the only occasio hich the Ku-chin t'u-
shu chi-ch'eng compilers appear to have tampered with the passages qui - by deleting reference
to the final transformation of the object into.a To-b -of classification of the entry
was easily solved. :

iod, Yi-hsi" #&E2 reign-period (405-18 A.D.), during the first years, the
Emperor commenced 1o quell the elements of confusion in Chin and set himself up as leader. Huo
Shan ZIll in'Lu-chiang J%iT continually rang with the sound of bells. Twelve (= 12th year:
416 A.D.), the Emperor was about to invade Kuan-lo Bf#% . A landslide occurred on Huo Shan.
Six Chung-bells appeared. They were of unusual manufacture and contained an inscription in
ancient script of 160 characters. (Liu Sung-shu, Fu-jui-chih, 27.28b)

[71*] In the Eastern C

[72*] In the Eastern Chin period, Yi-hsi reign-period, the twelfth year (416 A.D.), there was a landslide
on Huo Shan, Lu-chiang; six Chung-bells were obtained and presented to the Emperor. (Nan-shih,
Sung, Wu-ti-chi, 1.16a)

If the record of the number of characters (on each [?] bell) is dependable, it must take pride of
place as the longest inscription text recorded amongst the notices in this survey. The additional
embellishments in the Liu Sung-shu account do not, however, seem to augur well for the reliability
even of this detail. It may be little more than a literary flourish to emphasize the portentous nature
of the find. In this particular section of the Fu-jui-chih the compiler s to have let his creative
capacity run somewhat more freely than in the later sections from ‘the majority of our Liu
Sung-shu passages are cited. Interestmgly the version in the Van-shik (compiled between 630-50
A.D. by Li Yen-shou: 12 arly 150 years later, presents a remarkably
attenuated account of em that the more fanciful aspects of the Liu Sung-shu
entry failed to appeal to the compiler, especially perhaps on account of its incorporation in the
imperial annals. However, note the following two passages:

[73*] In the middle reaches of the Han River 7K at Ch’eng-ku Hsien 3[E &% , there was an unex-
pected sound of thunder along the water edge and suddenly the river bank collapsed. Twelve
bronze Chung-bells were obtained. (Liu Sung-shu, Fu-jui-chih, 27.29a)

[74*] Yi-hsi reign-period, the fourteenth year (418 A.D.) ... . in the middle reaches of the Han River at
Ch’eng-ku Hsien an unusual sound like thunder came from the river bank which suddenly collapsed.
Twelve bronze Chung-bells appeared from beneath the. soil. (Nan-shih, Sung, Wu-ti-chi, 1.21a)

In the Liu Sung-shu account the record of portent continues with details of the discovery of
“lucky grain” %7K , which details appear also in the Nan-shih.

[75*] Yiian-hsi JCEE reign-period, the second year (420 A.D.) .. .. the river banks at Ching-ling Hsien
EBRENE  opened of their own accord and ten or so ancnent bronze ritual vessels-appeared. The
Emperor (Wu of Sung) presented them (to the Emperor of Chin of Chin declined
to accept them whereupon the ausp1c10us ob]ects were xetufne din the Chief Minister’s
office *HFF (Nan-shih, g
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The Fu-jui-chih does not report this discovery — a circumstance that may have some significance in
regard to the reliability of the Nan-shih record.

5. Discoveries Recorded in the Period of the Northern
and Southern Dynasties (420-580 A.D.)

[76*] During the reign of the Emperor Wen 3% of the Liu Sung 2|5 period (420-79 A.D.), Yiian-chia
J. ¥ reign-period, the thirteenth year (436 A.D.), the fourth month on the day hsin-ch’'ou ¥
[38], the bank of a river near Chang-shan #(l| in the prefecture of Wu-ch’ang #./% opened of its
own accord and revealed a “spirit” Ting-cauldron ¥ ; the Governor of Chiang-chou L} , the
Prince of Nan-ch’iao i , Yi-hsiian %% , presented it to th . (Liu Sing-shu, Fu-jui-
chih, 29.432)3° ;

The term ii# shen “spirit pphed here to the vessel indicates the aroma

of mystery with which fortultously‘ vealed articles were regarded. Other instances will be
observed in later quotec ages; but although the matter is not always expressed, the fact that
the items are so often recorded as being ultimately presented to the Emperors is, in itself, an
indication of the divine qualities attributed to the ancient vessels.

[77a*] Chang Yung 3E 7k had been clearing Yiian-wu Lake J© # ] and cutting into an ancient mound
obtained a bronze Tou-ladle <} with a handle. The Emperor Wen of Sung ( K33 : 424-52 A.D.)
asked his courtiers about it. Ho Ch’eng-t’ien {aJ7K X said: “This is a Tou-ladle of the Hsin House
#1%E  (i.e. Wang Mang {: 7§ , 9-23 A.D.). When the Three Ducal Ministers (i.e. Chen Han ZRHf ,
Wang Hsiin 3 and Wang Yi FE& ) respectively died, each was granted Tou-ladles — one for
outside the burial mound and one for burial inside the mound. Of the Three Ducal Ministers only
Chen Han who was Ta-ssu-t'u K +JfE ‘Grand Minister of the People’ lived left of the Chiang iT
(i.e. to the east of the Yangtze River).” Shortly afterwards the mound was opened up and inside
was an inscribed stone tablet which confirmed the matter, (Ku-chin t'u-shu chi-ch’eng, chuan 196,
vol.796.16a; cf. Nan-shih, Ho Ch’eng-t’ien chuan, 33.25b [77b*])

The earlier version in the Nan-shih has been translated by H.H: tory of the Former Han
Dynasty (vol.3, p.373). In the slightly condensed orm ifi whi appears in a late Sung period
compilation, the Shan-t'ang k'aosso 1114 % 3 by Chang’ Tuyii EQH%{ as quoted in the Ku-
chin t'u-shu chi-ch’eng, the account differs in respect of a number of variations in characters and
phrases. The story, however, is preserved more or less accurately. Amongst the character variations
attention might be drawn to a rather unusual error in the quoted passage; the character %K in the
name, Chen Han, is rendered as &§ which graph does not seem to be listed in any dictionary. The
Ku-chin t'u-shu chi-ch’eng printer, no doubt, misread the manuscript form which would have had
the graph written as %[ . In the Nan-shih passage the name is repeated twice and this graph is
written respectively as #{ and as %[ — both forms are interchangeable; the latter might easily
give rise to the creation of the character %[ .

Dubs has drawn attention to the discrepancies abounding in the Nan-shih passage: Chen
Han’s official post was “Grand Minister of War”, te-ssu-ma, and not “Grand Minister of the People”,
ta-ssu-t'u; both Chen Han and his son were dead before Wang Mang instituted the Tou-ladle
measures, while the burial ground of the Chen family was situated in Honan. We may observe,

30 [ am not certain what significance attends situations such as the present one whe
does not appeax in the relevant pen-chi or lieh-chuan. During the compilation

record in question
j ‘passages, all obviously
If no duplication was found,
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accordingly, that the passage presents a particularly clear-cut instance of the historian’s technique
of creating speeches and conversations for the historical characters. Most important is the build-up
of an atmosphere wherein the compiler’s conception of the personage can be expressed in full
accord with the requirements of Confucian dogma. Speeches, as we have several times observed,
provide an ideal means of expanding a narrative which, if composed only of verifiable fact, would
be necessarily meagre in content, not particularly edifying, and quite lacking in interest.

[78*] Yiian-chia reign-period, the twenty-first year (444 A.D.), in the twelfth month, an ancient Ting-
cauldron was obtained from the bank of a river in Hsin-yang ¥[ ; it contained 42 characters in
Seal % script. The governor of Yung-chou #E/if , Hsiao Ssu-hua & /835 presented it to the
Emperor. (Liu Sung-shu, Fu-jui-chih, 29.43a) |

The term “‘Seal script” ( % chuan) is usually defined ‘as that mstltuted by Li Ssu and is the form
preserved in the Shu ; ; ta-chuan) was the script of Western Chou — also
known as “ancient characters’ (&% »ku-wen) and as # chou script. To distinguish Seal script
(in the sense of Li Ssu’s characters) from the earlier type, the term “Small Seal” is often used. Thus
both “Seal” and “‘Small Seal” should be understood as the charagter form used in Ch’in times
which soon developed into the Li 3 script of the Han period.®! In several of the passages cited
in the present survey confused use of the term “Seal” is to be observed. Sometimes as in the above
extract it is used as though it meant *“Large Seal”, while on other occasions it refers to Han script
where the calligraphy should strictly be called Li or “clerical script”. Discrepancies of this kind
may sometimes be clarified with reference to the recorded descriptions of the vessels and the
nature of their inscriptions. In the present instance, the length of the text precludes Ch’in or Han
manufacture — the inscribed Ting-cauldron would have been of Western or Eastern Chou origin.

[79*] Yiian-chia reign-period, the twenty-second year (445 A.D.), a bronze Chung-bell was found in Yii-
chang #%# in the prefecture of Yii-ning 78ZE ; the Governor of Chiang-chou ?LJ| , Chao #3 ,
the Prince of Kuangling &% , presented it to the Emperor. (Jbid., 29.43b)

[80*] During the reign of the Emperor Hsiao Wu i’?ﬁﬁ% Hsiao-chieni&%re‘fgn ftﬁe third year
: sants of Yi-huang Hsien
e Chung- s in“the rice-fields; the Historiographer

nted them to-the Emperor. (bid., 29.43b)

[81*] Hsiao-chien reign-p¢ e third year (456 A.D.), the fourth month, on the day chia-ch'en FIR
[4], six ancient Chung:t elis:were found in Yen-ling %EW¥ , Chin-ling %p ; the Governor of Hsii-
chou #kJil , Tan 3 , the Prince of Ching-ling ¥ , presented them to the Emperor. (Ibid,,
29.43b)

[82*] Ta-ming -kBH reign-period, sixth year (463 A.D.), a four-sided bronze Lu-ku-drum BZEX with a
single pedestal was obtained from P’u-ch’i 7#3f7 , Chiang-hsia /L& ; the Governor of Ying-chou
20, Tzu-sui F#% , the Prince of An-lu %P% , presented it to the Emperor. (Ibid., 29.43b)

R ,Lm-ch’uan i
of the Interior 4

The Lu-ku-drum described here would possibly have comprised a pair of drums fastened in hori-
zontal position to a pedestal, or more probably it was simply a single drum as shown in Figure 9.

31 It may well be significant that controlled excavations conducted since the early 1920’s have not suc-
ceeded in revealing a characteristic Ch’in -script of pre-221 B.C. date and only one or two examples of the well
known “‘weights-and-measures” inscription text have come to light — these dating in the Empire period. By far
the greatest volume of Small Seal (Shuo-wen style) graphs derive from Han period (and later) inscribed vessels,
utensils, weapons, seals, mirrors, etc. In “normal” writing (e.g. the Chii-yen /%L an ,\”Mi%vel brush-written
tablets, the Hsi-p’ing Stone Classics, tomb tiles and funerary stele, etc.), howe s almost entirely the Li
script that is employed. It is my nnpressmn that the Small: Seal was of 1e ted ‘use and possibly functioned
merely as an ornamental form Wi RE
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FIGURE 9 Lu-ku-drum on pedestal — after Yi-nan ku-hua-hsiang-shih mu fa-chiieh pao-kao N EER O
RLEEYE 8 % , (Shanghai, 1956, Pls.34, 88). Although the text of passage [82*] speaks of a drum with four sides,
or surfaces, it would be most unlikely that this could mean four skin-covered sides for beating. In principle of
construction, an instrument similar to that illustrated here might be claimed.

It was an instrument popular amongst troupes of entertainers and often appears in Han tomb-tile
engravings. One gains the impression from this account — particularly because the pedestal is
mentioned — that the ravages of time had had little opportunity to affect the wooden (and
leather?) sections of the instrument. It is simply stated that the Lu-ku-drum “was obtained” and
there is no definite suggestion of it being the result of excavation. In all probability it was an
heirloom accompanied by suitable testimony, or a story, of its antiquity.

the }"ourth year

[83*] During the reign of the Emperor Ming BAF of Sung, T*ai-shih FH rei n~per
? ient Chung-bell was ob-

(468 A.D.), the second month, on the day
tained from Wang-ts’ai
circumference. The:
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Converted to present day measurements the bell [
would be 41cm in height and 67.53cm in circum-

ference — the latter is an unusual method of ex- 3

pressing the measurement of the oval shape. If the

bell was actually round in shape it would then seem ooo] {oool £
reasonable to measure the circumference. However, ::: 3

Chung-bells are never round (Figure 10).

[84*] T’ai-shih F A reign-period, the fifth year (469 A.
D.), the fifth month, on the day jen-hsii X [59],
a bronze Ting-cauldron was obtained from Nan-
ch’ang /4, Yii-chang; its capacity was 1 hu 7 tou. :
The Governor of Chiang-chou {TJi/, Wang Chmg- 33 em
wen FE 3 , presented it to_the Emperot ‘
29.442)

in circumference)

R FIGURE 10 A reconstruction of the Wang-
The cubic content of .tk ing-cauldron would be tsai Chung-bell described in passage [83%]

in the vicinity of 34.4 litres — that of the smaller at scale of 1/10 thus according with Figures
(R1752) of the two large Anyang vessels in Figure 5,7,15 and 16.
7 is 39.6 litres. It stands 67.6cm in height and the
body somewhat pear-shaped; if the Nan-ch’ang vessel were the usual round Ting-cauldron, it would
probably have been about 60cm in height — possibly comparable with the Hsiao K’o Ting in
Figure 5.
{85*] During the reign-period T ai-shih (466-71 A.D.); Shih-tzu {iifl (the Emperor Ming 87 ) obtained

a coin in Ch’ing-ch’i-che ¥ , it had a design comprising the Pole Star, the Seven Planets, a

pair of tallies and also a figure of a man wearing a sword. While he was stationed at P’en-ch’eng

A3 he also obtained a large cash with an inscription which read: “Peace for a Century A7
BE3% .” (Nan-Ch'’i-shu, Hsiang-jui-chih, 18.15a)

It is to be doubted that the first of these two “coins” was actually a coi
of some sort or even a mirror? As to the second thave notb

possibly it was a plaque
find amongst the various
s inscription.3?

[86*] T’ai-shih reign-per se?enth yeéar (471 A.D.), the sixth month, on the day chia-yin FE
[S1]; a bronze Ti ron.-was obtained from the district of Yi-yang 3%[5 . It had a capacity
of 1 hu [20.23 ljtres}- Both the vessel and its lid had intaglio décor. The Governor of Yii-chou
%M , Tuan Fo-jung E3{L% , presented it to the Emperor. (Liu Sung-shu, Fu-jui-chih, 29.44a)

The fact that this Ting-cauldron had a lid and both lid and vessel were decorated, allows it to be
dated as an Eastern Chou vessel with a reasonable degree of confidence (see Figure 13). Its cubic
content suggests a vessel about half the size of R1752 in Figure 7 — allowance must of course be
made for the characteristic shape and proportions of covered Ting-cauldrons of this period.

[87*] During the reign of the Emperor Shun I7% , Sheng-ming 58 reign-period, the second year
(478 A.D.), in the ninth month; a bronze Chung-bell 2 feet 1 inch [50.65cm]} in length was ob-
tained from a mountain stream in Wan-sui Shan %1l , Chien-ning 2%, the Governor of Yii-
chou, Liu Huai-chen %11 , presented it to the Emperor. (Ibid., 29.443a)

32 Coins bearing the inscription X7 & # , however, are mentioned in the Sui-shu Shih-huo-chih and dated
early in the Liang period (Wu Ti, 502-49 A.D.) — as these may have been known to the Nan-ch'i-shu compiler, it
is possible that the above “large cash™ inscription might have received ) n from them (see Figure 11),
it will be noted that the Liang cash are quite small (see. ng Fu- Ku-chlien ta-1z’u-tients $% J Fy 81 ,
2.210; 3.138 [text]).
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[88*] Sheng-ming reign-period, the second year (478 A.D.), in the ninth month, a peasant of the village
of Chien-ch’ang )% , Chien-ning Hsien while searching for medicinal herbs on Wan-sui Shan,
heard suddenly in a mountain stream a strange thundering sound and obtained a bronze Chung-bell,
2 feet 1 inch [50.65cm] in length, on its side were ancient characters. (Van-Ch’i-shu, Hsiang-jui-
chih, 18.13a)

The Nan-Ch'i-shu #75% which covers the period 479-501 A.D. was compiled by Hsiao Tzu-
hsien 3% F8 (489-537 A.D.); the above discovery coincides closely to the compilation dates of
the Liu Sung-shu (492-93 A.D.) and is not much more than a generation prior to the time Hsiao
probably commenced his work on the Nan-Ch'i-shu. As the entries in the two Histories are to be
found only in the lists of auspicious events, it may be considered curious.that ithe supplementary
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details provided in the later compilation should have been omitted in the earlier while the matter
of Liu Huai-chen’s presentation of the vessel is disregarded in the later History.

[89*] During the reign of Kao-tsung of Wei &5 , T’ai-ho K reign-period, the second year (478
A.D.), in the ninth month, a Ting-cauldron came out of the Ch’ih River i% 7 in Lo-chou ¥/
and was sent to the Capital. The Emperor (experienced) boundless (sensations of) taste, thus it was
a “spirit” Ting-cauldron that had come to light. (Wei-shu, Ling-cheng-chih, B.34b)

[90*] Sheng-ming reign-period, the third year (479 A.D.), peasants of the village of Tso-li /=2 found in
Kung-t’ing Lake E % %! two Chi-halberds &% in leather sheaths ¥Y . On their sides were in-
scriptions in ancient characters beyond understanding. (Van-Ch’i-shu, Hsian, i-p@, 18.15a)

The locale of this find was in the area of ancwnt Ch’u an
Yiieh, thus we may ‘
script popular amon
readily interpreted evs
12) of offers considerabl dlfﬁculty in defining the characters submerged in the embelhshments
comprising the greater part of each graph.

fa from the domain of Wu and

-
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[91*] Chien-yiian E 7T reign-period, the first year (479 A.D.), the tenth month. In the district of Hao-
ling #%p% there had been for some time a cloudy vapour in a gorge where a peasant, T'ien Chien
M , of the village of Tan % lived. There were sounds reverberating penetratingly as a dragon’s
roar. Investigations were made but for a year or more nothing was found. On the 27th day of the
4th month the gorge was unexpectedly lit up by two beams of light for a distance of several li;
upon going to the brighter of the two he obtained an ancient Chung-bell and also another vessel
known as a #&T ch'un-yii, The people of Tan regarded the articles as supernatural objects and
offered sacrifices to them. (/bid., 18.13a)

The vessel type called ch’un-yii is actually a form of bell (Figure 13) which seems to make its
appearance m Chma not much earlier than Western Han. Bet een the years 434 522 A D a large

vapours, lights, and &9

{92*] In the Nan Ch’i pe ung-ming 7]{!93 ieign-period, the second year (484 A.D.), anancient Ting-
cauldron was obtained near Tan-shui 737K . (Yii-hai, 88.992)

[93*] During the reign of Wu-ti &7 , Yung-ming reign-period, the third year (485 A.D.), a fisherman of
Nan-kao-liang FE#{ , Yiieh-chou &/l , while netting fish in the sea obtained a bronze animal.
It had an inscription which read: “Made this valuable Ting-cauldron, Ch’i Ch’en ZRi , for a myriad
years sons and grandsons forever value it.”’ (Nan-Ch’i-shu, Hsiang-jui-chih, 18.16b)

A Kuang-pourer % or a Hsi-Tsun-vase %8 %® is immediately suggested by the term (B ¢'ung-
shou “bronze animal” (Figure 13) but even these would conflict with the inscription context.
Whatever the possible vessel type implied by ¢‘ung-shou, it would not have employed the term
“Ting-cauldron”. Although the record is thus obviously at fault, the inscription text is unmis-
takably based upon that of an actual bronze text. It is either incomplete (i.e. only the last line or
two of a longer text) or the characters have become disarranged. If it read: “Ch’i Ch’en made this
valuable Ting-cauldron; sons and grandsons forever value it” the text would conform perfectly
w1th that of numerous mscnptlon examples (Flgure 14), The characte; J& ch’eng “inherit” is

: ' the Ku-chin t'u-shu chi-
the sectlon on Ting-cauldrons without

ch'eng (chuan 204, vo
regard to the mconsxstek

[94*] Yung-ming reign-period; the fourth year (486 A.D.), the fourth month. In the hills of Tung-ch’ang
Hsien #ERR there had been for some years continual bursts of unusual thundering. On the 15tk
day of the second month a cliff collapsed and a peasant, Fang Yiian-t’ai /5 C%E , went to in-
vestigate. Under the débris he found an ancient Chung-bell. (Jbid., 18.13b)

[95*] Yung-ming reign-period, the fifth year (487 A.D.), in the third month; a “spirit” Chung-bell H!$&
was obtained in Ch’ang-kang-shan @Il , Yii-ning Hsien PR%ER% . (/bid., 18.13b)

[96*] Yung-ming reign-period, the seventh year (489 A.D.), the Governor of Ch’i-hsing 7 , Liu Yiian-
pao %I 5T W was supervising the walling of the district capital and in the moat were found
1,000,000 cash of a very large size. He presented them to the Palace as auspicious materials; Shih-
tzu {7 (the Emperor Wu of Ch'i #gt7F ) distributed the cash amongst his ministers, the
amounts varying according to their official ranks. (/bid., 18.153a)

{97*] Yung-ming reign-period, the ninth year (491 A.D.), in the eleventh month; an ancient;Chung-bell
was obtained in newly ploughed land at a depth of one foot 4 inches [33,76¢ ‘the fields of
Kuang-han Hsien ﬁﬁ#ff , Ning-shu %5 . It was 3 feet ches [91.65cm] hlgh and 4 feet 7

the total helght was
18.13b)
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FIGURE 13 The term ch'un-yii referred to in passage [91] is
the “bronze animal” recorded in passage [93] would pr
as those illustrated here (B and C
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FIGURE 14 Reconstruction of the archaic form of the Nan-kao-liang inscription.
Adjustments made to the text may be observed upon comparison with the modern
character transcription as recorded in current editions of the Histories.

The description and details of measurement are remarkably comprehensive as compared to those
cited up to now. Upon the basis of this data the reconstruction attempted in Figure 15 is offered;
it is immediately evident, however, that the dimensions recorded above are somewhere in error. As
demonstrated in Figure 15 it is probably a case of “circumference” appearing instead of “diameter”
—or, possibly it is the measurement of the circumference which is not correctly recorded?
[98*] Yung-ming reign-period, the tenth year (492 A.D.), a peasant, Wang She E#%, of Ch’i-an Hsien
2F48% obtained 12,710 “four characters™ large cash, all of identical manufacture, (Jbid., 18.15a)
[99*] Liu Ch'iian Bi£ (c.479-502 A.D.) built a school in the vicinity.of the R Office i and
twp each of these: bronze
8 and bronze Tou-
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91.65¢m

i

480 cm——

|

)

|: k (circumference: 111.36)
i

i

M.36cm

(as diometer)

FIGURE 15 Reconstructions of the Kuang-han Hsien Chung-bell; the shaded version is drawn in accordance
with the recorded measurements with the assessment of 48.0cm as the most appropriate for the length of the
major axis of the oval-shaped “circumference” of the bell. This results in an excessively narrow object and quite
obviously the measurement of the circumference as 111.36cm must be at fault. Either this recorded measure-
ment is incorrect, or the term “circumference” is mistakenly written for “diameter”, The unshaded reconstruc-
tion is presented in terms of “diameter” and the bell’s proportion appears thus to be more or less acceptable.
Scale is 1/10.
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The presence of Tou-pedestal-bowls would suggest the vessels to be of Chan-kuo date. In quoting
this passage the Ku-chin tu-shu chi-ch'eng editors have omitted all vessels but the Tseng-boilers
and the passage is located in the Tseng-boiler section (chuan 205, 797.3b [100*]), while in the
Yii-hai (89.18b [101*]) the place-name i}/ Ssu-chou appears in place of the characters M|
‘7. in the opening line of the passage above. The Tseng-boiler and Shan-Lei-Tsun-vase are altered
respectively to “P’ing-vase” ## and “Pin-shan bronze Lei-Tsun” ( #1544 (% ).

[102*]Ching-ming }%# reign-period, the fourth year (503 A.D.); an ancient bronze weight-measure {#
was obtained in Ping-chou #F /1 , an edict was issued requiring it to be forwarded to Ch’ung (Kung-
sun Ch'ung %% ) to be employed as a standard measure in the manufactur Chung-bells.
(Wei-shu, Lii-li-chih, 107.2b) 21

There seems to have been a tremendous interest:at thls : :
the Wei-shu #Z whi ; 0 compiled by Wei Shou £z , 506-72
A.D)), the Li-li-chih {{ is full of notes on the subject. Kung-sun Ch’ung is recorded as the
author of a book on th ct, the Chung-ch'ing chih-yi 45K , which was unfortunately
lost some time after the T ang period. It may possibly be significant that so many of these passages
record the discovery of bells in view of the preoccupation of the literati, Ministers, and even the
Emperors with the nature of the musical scale and the style and dimensions of bells to accord with
it. In the circumstances, it would be expected that discoveries of bells would stand a better chance
of record than other bronze artifacts; no one would suppose, however, that the articles listed
throughout the passages quoted were the only items found simply because they have been recorded.
The numbers and the nature of the finds, nevertheless, probably indicate fairly accurately that the
majority of bronzes unearthed were the results of accident — such discoveries, on the whole, seem
to have been extremely rare.

acture of Chung-bells. In

[104*] During the reign of Wu-ti #{#% of Liang % , T’ien-chien K reign-period, the sixth year (507
A.D.), Hsia-hou Hsiang E{&i} was summoned to assume the rank of Grand hamberlam and
the honorary title of Kuang-lu-ta-fu of the nght ing.

mandant of Chmg-fu ;’f'
fire-prevention reservoi :
finely incised décor. A read: “Award you (thxs) gold Kou-belt-hook,
may your rank be advanced;” Shih-chan was son-in-law of Hsiang’s elder brother, the wife (i.e.
Hsiang’s niece) secretly gave it to him. Hsiang joyfully wore it in his belt and valued it for years.
(Liang-shu, Hsia-hou Hsiang chuan, 10.7a)

Unattested finds of inscribed Kou-belt-hooks of Han period date are numerous, but there is not
amongst them the slightest indication of any inscription text approaching the form or content of
the above. Many have been excavated under conditions of control over the last decade or so, but
none with inscriptions containing a text of this nature. The inscription text is so strongly re-
miniscent of both the vocabulary and a sentence form typical of the Shik-ching that the origin of
the compilation does not require much search. In particular, the sentence ELZ:FL{% which is
difficult to translate, but upon comparison with the identical structures in the Shih-ching, LR
H% ¢ .... manifold and numerous” (in reference to the sovereign’s chariots), &t H.5
“ . are well-trained and fleet of foot” (in reference to the sovereign’s horses) — the meaning of
our emgmatlc “dukes and marquises” would probably be concerned thh the mvestee s rank. The
order of semonty marqu1s then duke — is reversed for _purposes e( # kou % hou)
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reasonably acceptable evidence of Kou-belt-hooks being inscribed. His use of the term 4 #5 seems
strange; it means “swords and armour” and is more often found figuratively used in the sense of
“warfare”. I have the distinct impression that the writer intended it to mean “gilded” or “gold-
covered” — a feature that is common amongst Kou-belt-hooks.

In the Liang-shu which covers the period 502-56 A.D. (compiled 628-35 A.D. by Yao Ssu-
lien #kiLUE | 7-637 A.D.) are two accounts of special interest, both dated about 530 A.D., con-
cerning two ministers of the surname, Liu:

[105%]Liu Chih-lin %> was fond of antiques and loved unusual objects. While in Ching-chou i/
he collected together many hundreds of kinds of ancient vessels. There was one_vessel in his
collection shaped like an Ou-bowl ( & ) with a capacity of 1 hu [59 44 litres afd. with gold inlaid
characters None of his contemporaries could understand them;:Hi : | four types of ancient

( 5638 ch’ih-yi), t
second year of th
Tsun-vases with gold . ilver inlay; hey were mscnbed in Seal characters which read: ‘‘Made in
the year Yung Chleng Hou“of Ch’in went to [married into?] Ch’u”. The third was a foreign
washing-bowl (¥ ) which was inscribed: “Yiuan-feng ¥t reign penod the second year (109
B.C.), tribute from the country of Ch’iu-tzu §E%k ”. The fourth was a washing P’an-basin ( ¥4 )
of ancient manufacture with the inscription: “Made in the Ch’u-p’ing #J/I* reign-period, the
second year (191 A.D.)”. (Liang-shu, Liu Chih-lin chuan, 40.6b)

Liu Chih-lin was a scholar of considerable renown who was commissioned along with several others
to examine the variant textual features of the current copies of the Han-shu with the original
manuscript of Pan-ku #/(lil which was reported to have come to light at this time. He also prepared
a study of the Ch'un-ch’iu Tso-chuan. His knowledge of ancient characters must have been more
or less sufficient to read the Han period calligraphy of the simple dated inscriptions cited above,
but the text of gold inlaid characters in the large vessel mentioned first, which puzzled his col-
leagues, apparently was equally enigmatic to him — the lack of record of a t iption here would
seem to indicate this. Nevertheless, the Seal Script text on the Tsun-vases i given in full. It is
difficult to make much of the recorded transcription: 45 vt especially in regard
to the title-name combination, Yung Ch’ /hi e known only as a literary
term for mirrors, and as found no- earlier than T’ang it has no bearing on the present prob-
lem. Yung Ch’eng Hou *t arquis Yung Ch’eng”, may possibly be no other than the person
Yung Ch’eng of the legendary Yellow Emperor’s time, a scribal officer who is said to have invented
the calendar. But neither Ch’in nor Ch’u existed at that time. Moreover, nowhere is there record of
a Marquis Yung Ch’eng of Ch’in. If we accept the rendering as it stands, we would have no choice
but to dismiss the Tsun-vase inscriptions as fakes or, what would be more likely, the inscription
texts as a fabrication of the compiler of this biography. It is obvious from the inscription content
— the reference to the States of Ch’in and Ch’u in particular — that the vessels would have to be
dated prior to the unification of the States under Ch’in. Furthermore, the description of gold and
silver inlay precludes a dating earlier than the sixth or fifth centuries B.C. Add to these points the
fact that the characters are classified as Seal Script which, strictly speaking, implies at the latest a
third century B.C. date, and the state of confusion in the compilation becomes only too evident.
Now, the Ou-bowl gold inlay inscription which puzzled his colleagues would likewise be
datable no earlier than the sixth to fifth centuries B.C., and as the script could not be read, we may
assume it was of an age prior to the Ch’m umﬁcatxon of th St diaceordingly more or less
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A point of noteworthy interest in this passage is the record of private collection of bronze
ritual vessels and other artifacts. Hitherto all such articles were presented to the Emperors, and
this mainly on account of their supposed connection with the revered Hsia, Shang, and Chou
dynasties. Antiques of this kind, being supernatural objects, too, could only be lodged appro-
priately in the Imperial Temples. It would appear, therefore, that Liu Chih-lin may take pride of

place as the first recorded private collector of antique bronzes, but for several centuries after him
no other seems to be recorded.

[106*¥] A man of Wei £ presented to the throne an ancient vessel with intaglio characters in it which no
one was able to interpret. Liu Hsien %|B5 considered the text and read, aloud ‘without faltering;
he (or they?) investigated and collated the year and
not a chaxacter m error, Kao—tsu & Empe

Possibly we may ]
article was unearthed shortly before presentation. It is, nevertheless, sufficiently evident from
other aspects that we are again confronted with a problem of literary style rather than of historical
fact — Liu Hsien’s biographer aims here to depict him as a scholar versed in the ancient script, and
probably he had vague information of some kind upon which this part of the biography is based.
As to the details, however, we must treat them with considerable reservation, for it is obvious that
if Liu alone was able to decipher the inscription, no one else would have been capable of assessing
the accuracy of his rendering over and above the straightforward business of reading the figures
denoting the date.

6. Discoveries Recorded in the Sui and T’ang Periods (581-906 A.D.)

In the Sui-shu [% Z which covers the period 581-617 A.D. (compiled 629-636 A.D. under
the direction of Wei Cheng £, 580-643 A.D.) only one notice re ating to the discovery of
bronze(?) vessels appears:

k _were found to have malicious magical properties, the whole lot were ordered
to be destroyed, (Sui-shu Kao-tsu-chi, 2.7a)

As these are described as “ancient vessels”, it is to be assumed that some of the objects were of
bronze and may have been the result of accidental excavation. Destruction of bronze vessels is
occasionally to be noted, but for the most part the purpose was to re-melt the metal for the
manufacture of coins.

T’ang period sources such as the Chiu Tang-shu #)} # (compiled 940-45 A.D. under the
direction of Liu Hsii %18, 887-946 A.D.), the Hsin T'ang-shu #71# (compiled 1043-1060 A.D.
under the supervision of Ou-yang Hsiu k& , 1007-72 A.D. and Sung Ch’i ‘A7, 998-1061
A.D.) and the T'ang Hui-yao 1% €45 (compiled 10th cent. A.D.) from the basic repositories of
information, but the Sung period encyclopaedia, the Ts'e-fu yiian-kuei (compiled 1005-13 A.D.),
contains references to an edition of the Chiu T 'ang-shu earlier than those avallable now, and is thus
a most useful supplementary source. :

[108*] Chen-kuan }{# relgn penod the twenty-second year- {6 € nint ﬁmonth an ancient Ting-
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started to take it:away the wind arose and rain poured, it became oppressive and dark and there

was a thundering sound like loud-pealing bells. (Ts'e-fu yiian-kuei, 24, p.257; cf. Ku-chin t'u-shu

chi-ch’eng, chuan 204, 796.59a [109*])
In T’ang times a tou was equivalent to 5.94 litres (10 fou = 1 tan) and at the time of the compila-
tion of the Ts’e-fu yiian-kuei, however, a tou was 9.48 litres. The earlier equivalent, which was
probably intended in this passage, results in a vessel approximately the size of the Ssu-mu Wu
@}f)%  Fang-Ting-cauldron (Figure 16). This gigantic casting in bronze is the largest extant
bronze casting from the ancient world datable prior to 1000 B.C. Thus the Fu River vessel would
take pride of place as the second largest upon the basis of the T’ang fou measure. However, if the

FIGURE 16 The Ssu-mu Wu Ting-cauldron which is the largest extant cast bronze tif?cfknown ftom the
. s'innér measurements of the body are
'The line-drawing above is
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unit fou is calculated at the Sung period equivalent, the cubic content totalling 502 litres would
certainly give the vessel first place. No mention of the discovery appears in either of the T ang-shu.
Slight variation in the quoted version in the Ku-chin t'u-shu chi-ch’eng might be noted. The
original H{#), literally “take . commence”, is altered to #)Hulk§ , “When (they) commenced to
take”. Quoted passages containing corrupted text are thus not always copied exactly as such — the
erroneous sections are sometimes “corrected”, while originally obscure text may be re-cast in
conformity with the compilers’ interpretations. In the present instance the adjustment is, no doubt,
quite valid and acceptable.

[110*] When the Emperor Chung-tsung 5% of T’ang was deposed by T’ien Hou Xff (i.e. the Empress Wu,
and confined) to Fang-ling /7 F%, a man crossed the river while collecting firewood and found an
ancient mirror. He forwarded it to Chung-tsung who lookmg into-the reflecting surface saw therein
a man who spoke these words “You, will s6on" become Son of Heaven! You will soon become
Son of Heave: R ‘ is Wi fulﬁ]led and he occupled the Imperial Throne, (Tu-yi-
chih, as quot the Kit-chin tu -shu chi-ch’eng, chuan 227, 798.48a)

Chung-tsung resuip ' the Throne in 705 A.D. after 21 years of the Empress Wu’s rule, thus the
mirror find would be datable in this year. The source is, of course, of questionable reliability

notwithstanding its compilation in T’ang times. It is similar in content to the Yu-yang tsa-tsu, the
Yi-yiian, and other such collectanea of fanciful stories.

[111*] K’ai-yiian [# /C reign-period, the ninth year (721 A.D.), in the third month, while excavating the
ground of the T’ang Shrine f% iid] in Hsli-ch’ang Hsien #F518% , a bronze Tsun-vase was obtained
with décor comprising a pair of carp and Seal characters both in intaglio which read: “May it be
suitable for my descendants”. Joint request was made that it be presented to the Historiographers.
This was acceded to. (Ts’e-fu yiian-kuei, 24, p.258; c¢f. Ku-chin t'u-shu chi-ch'eng, chuan 186,
795.29b [112%*])

In Han period inscriptions amongst various artifacts this text frequently appears and is usually
written in Small Seal characters (see Figure 17). In the present example the term “Seal” is correctly
apphed The Tsun-vase was of Han or later manufacture — the inscription is one employed often
- s passage appears also in the
e-fu yiian-kuei 7 & AT
Ku-chin t'u-shu ck ‘i13"‘] nmﬁsﬁ B . The two characters JiZ

“all”, “jointly™ n the compoun term % 14 “hand over” are omitted, but in each case the
meaning is very much the ‘same.

[114*] K’ai-ylian relgn-penod, the #tenth year (722 A.D.), a precious Ting-cauldron was obtained (from
Ho-chung-fu i/ ); the district name was changed to Pao-ting: “Precious Ting-cauldron”. (Hsin
T’ang-shu, Ti-li-chih, 39.2a)

[115*%] K ai-yilian reign-period, the eleventh yéar (723 A.D.), the Emperor Hsiian-tsung %57 sacrificed at
the Shrine of Sovereign Earth f7 + . A precious Ting-cauldron was obtained and on account of this
the district name was altered to Pao-ting. (Chiu T’ang-shu, Ti-li-chih, 39.2b)

[116*] K’ai-yiian reign-period, the eleventh year (723 A.D.}, in the second month, sacrifices were made to
Sovereign Earth on the mound at Fen-yang #}§% [sic, Fen-yin]. The T’ai-shih Officer A5 sent up
a memorial to the Throne (stating that) a lustrous light arose from the river and an auspicious
vapour spiralled around the four borders of the altar through which the sun spread its rays. The
Officers memorialized that during the process of repairing the altar two ancient bronze Ting-
cauldrons were excavated. The larger had a capacity of 1 fou [5.94 litres] and both were green
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{118*] Before this (prior to the sacrifices made in the second month above) the Officers memorialized that
during the process of repairing the altar two ancient bronze Ting-cauldrons were excavated. The
larger had a capacity of 4 sheng Ft [2.37 litres] while the smaller was 1 sheng [0.59 litres]. Both
were green coloured. There were also obtained ancient bricks [or, tiles?], 9 inches [27.99cm] in
length, with Seal characters reading “A thousand autumns and ten thousand years” and “Prolonged
happiness without end”. . .. (T’ang-hui-yao, Commentary, 10, p.213)

FIGURE 17 Example of the 1 {-#% inscription plus two carp found in Han period bronze vessels.
(After Hsiao-chiao 12.59b)

These four passages refer to the same matter — the sacrifices conducted by Hsiian-tsung at the
same site as that described in the Shik-chi and the Han-shu discussed earlier. As on the former
occasion, nearly 800 years before, the propitious dlscovery of bronze vessels preceded the sacri-
fices. Attention may be drawn to the usual lack of regard t detaxls amongst the four
sources. The variant Hsin T'ang-shu_date may be the result of “misprint”, but upon comparison
with identical entries:i Chiu T'an dozens of similar dlspantles between the two sources




FIGURE 18 Above: Han period titles with the inscriptions E%ﬁﬁ@ and e "Ch'in-Han ya-tang

& ®AE , Peking, 1965, Pls. 60, 61, 86 and
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may be found within"a short period of examination. As to the number and the measurements of
the Ting-cauldrons discovered, discrepancy of a marked kind is to be noted. As Chinese lacks a
plural form, the original text, #&¥f !l “obtained precious Ting-cauldron”, may be rendered either
in singular or in plural according to context. In records of the type we are dealing with, however,
enumerations in figures are almost invariably presented where listings of more than one item are
intended, thus lack of a numeral or of other relevant description in the notice may be generally
taken to indicate a single item. Accordingly, the first two passages above speak of one Ting-caul-
dron only, while the latter two both refer to two vessels and although presenting more detailed
description, they lack agreement as to the size of the vessels. It may be noted in the Ts’e-fu yiian-
kuei' passage that the place Fen-yin is erroneously written Fen-yang, The mistake is also carried
over into the Ku-chm tu-shu chi-ch'eng dlrectly from the forme urc That it should indeed,

proper; the commenta
data therein on vessel

R IR R BT 3

Wtorzs =

FIGURE 19 An attempt to reconstruct the archaic form of the Wa.n-

ption recorded in the Ts'e-fu
yiian-kuei. On the right is the text as it appe V
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[119*] K ai-yiian rei‘gn@ériod, the thirteenth year (725 A.D.), the tenth month, on the day jen-shen T
[9], 2 man of Wan-nien & 4- named Wang Ch’ing | was building a wall and while digging ob-
tained five precious Ting-cauldrons. They were presented to the Emperor. Four of them contained
inscriptions which read: “Ch’ui # made (this) honoured Ting-cauldron, a myriad blessings without
end, sons and grandsons forever value and employ it.” (Yii-hai, 88.19a; cf. Ku-chin t'u-shu chi-
ch’eng, chuan 204, 796.5%9a [120*])

In both the Ts'e-fu yiian-kuei (24.259) where this passage is also quoted and in the Yii-hai the
character ¥ pao “value” appears in the inscription text; in the Ku-chin t'u-shu chi-ch’eng, how-
ever, it is f& pao “preserve”. The former is probably correct — if so, the inscription may be dated
in the Western Chou period as the character £+ is characteristically of Eastern Chou usage in thrs
context. The phrase “‘ten thousand blessings™ is a i n ren enng‘of ‘ten thousand years
B4, wan-nien which is also th pl !
reason to doubt th !
tion of the archaic s

[121*] K ai-ylian reign-period e twenty-second year (734 A.D.).... the fourth month. ... on the day
ting-wei T4 [44], a precious Ting-cauldron was obtained from the waters of the (Yang-tse) Chiang
below Ting-huang Shan #5211 in Mei-chou /& J| . (Chiu T’ang-shu, Hsiian-tsung chi, 8.33b)

[122*]K’ai-yiian reign-period, the twenty-first year (733 A.D.), the sixth month, on the day keng-tzu
# ¥ [37], a precious Ting-cauldron was presented to the Emperor from Mei-chou. It weighed 700
catties (417.77 kilograms) and lacked lugs and legs. It had an inscription of several Seal characters.
At the time Tuan Huai-pen EZ{® A was Governor of Yii-chou #/ , he memorialized: “When this
Ting-cauldron reached the Tui-hsi courier-station ¥{%5EZ on the border of Ch’en-chou [&i/l],
clouds and mists darkened the area and a white rainbow struck the Ting-cauldron. Your servant
fears it will become lost and cannot bear the anxiety and requests it be taken overland to the
Capital when it reaches Ho-chou {7 #{ .” This was permitted. (Ts’e-fu yiian-kuei, 24, p.260; Ku-chin
t'u-shu chi-ch’eng, chuan 204, 796.59a, has %5 otherwise identical)

The year, the month and the day are in dlsagreement in the two passages here; the later of the

d1scovenng additional detail. There: bemg an i alwofééneaﬂy 0 years between event and com-
pilation in the case of the Ts e-fu yiian-kuei and only 150-200 years in the case of the Chiu T'ang-
shu, the latter would be“cxpected to be the more reliable where discrepancies of this kind exist.
The vessel, if the later account of its weight is reliable, would have been remarkably large — it is
more than twice the weight of the Ta K’o Ting illustrated earlier (Figure 5) and just under half that
of the Ssu-mu Wu Ting (Figure 16). The Chiu T ang-shu compiler does not, however, seem to be
particularly impressed and, moreover, omits mention of clouds, thunder, etc. which would certain-
ly have had to accompany the find of so huge an object.

[123*] T’ien-pao X ¥ reign-period, the first year (742 A.D.), the fifth month, an ancient iron Ting-
cauldron was obtained at P’ing-liang 7. It was presented to the Emperor. (Yii-hai, 88.19a; Ku-
chin t'u-shu chi-ch’eng, chuan 204, 796.59a, text identical)

Records of the discovery of iron artifacts occur from time to time in these sources, and have been
omitted because of the emphasis of the survey on bronze. The present example is representative.
It is incorporated here however to illustrate an mterestmg aspect of th danger of relymg upon
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[124%] T’ien-pao reign-period, the third year (744 A.D.), the Governor (of Shan Chiin), Li Chli-wu
Z 24y , while clearing the San-men =["] Gorge obtained from under the rocks a Chi-halberd %%
which had a [very] large blade;33 inscribed on it were the characters P’ing-lu 25% in Seal script. On
account of the find the district name was changed to P'ing-lu Hsien. (Chiu T 'ang-shu, 38, 1.40a)

The same notice is recorded in the Hsin T'ang-shu and the T'ang hui-yao as occurring two years
earlier; these and other variations may be noted:

[125*] T’ien-pao reign-period, the first year the Governor, Li Ch’i-wu, clearing San-men Gorge to facilitate
its use for water transport, found an ancient Jen-knife ¥/ with Seal characters which read: “P’ing-
lu”, Because of this the district name was changed. (Hsin T 'ang-shu, 38.4b)

[126*] P’ing-lu Hsien wa ally, in Sui times, Ho-pei Hsien {T3tR% . T’ien-pao X % reign-period, the
first year, the secon onth, on the 21st day, it was changed to P’ing-lu Hsien. Prior to this the
Governor of Shan Chiin B £ , Li Ch’i-wu, while dredging San-men Gorge obtained an ancient spade
(or, plough-share?) i of very large size. On it were the two characters “P’ing-lu”; later it was
because of this that the district name was altered to P’ing-lu. (T"ang hui-yao, 70, p.1250)

The propensity of the inscribed artifact for changing its shape while maintaining the same inscrip-
tion text is interesting and probably instructive. In a series of conflicting records of this kind we
may perhaps seek to argue precedence to the earliest account, yet it is important to keep in mind
the interval of two centuries between the alleged event and its incorporation in the Chiu T ang-shu.
Although it may be allowed that records (even of primary historical status) detailing the change of
district-name and similar matters might still have been available to the compiler of the Chiu T ang-
shu, one may be excused for speculating upon the validity of the explanation offered. It is, of
course, quite feasible that an inscribed artifact was dlscovered and this prompted the change of
name. If the Chiu T’ang-shu description is reliable, the in alberd would be datable no
earlier than Han.

[127*]In the middle of

9-“A.D.) there was one named Ch’en Chung-
kung {447 whose hin-ling 4% and was extremely wealthy. Chung-kung was
fond of study and titing of poetry Sometime before reaching manhood he took several
thousand gold-pieces and went to Ch’ing-hua-li #{L™ , Lo-yang #H5. He stayed for a while in
a house where the well was very large and always there was someone who fell into it and drowned

. One day Chung-kung ordered a workman along and commanded a person he trusted to ac-
company the workman and enter the well. He charged them saying: “If you see anything at all
unusual, grab it!” They proceeded to the bottom of the well but found nothing extraordinary
except for an ancient bronze mirror. It was 7.7 inches [23.94cm] wide. Chung-kung had it washed
clean and stored it in a casket, he lit incense in respectful offering to it .. .. On the back of this
mirror were 28 characters in “tadpole” script ( £}=}# ) which, transcribed into present-day
characters, read: “In the second year of Hsin Kung of Chin # ¥7Z% , the seventh month of the
seventh day, between 11 am. and 1 p.m., Po Lung-t'an E5E{& completed the casting of this
mirror before Shou-yang Shan, may it remain in existence for a thousand years.” The characters

33 In citing this passage Wei Chii-hsien (op. cit., p.44) has 7< liu “six” following Chi-halberd instead of X
ta “large”. Whether this is a printer’s error, or intentional is not clear but it doe bring to our attentxon the
strange location of the adjective “‘large” in the above text. M ansiatmnl
character £ ; ¢f. passage [126] below which h:

FrSr

SIX .
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were executed-in a circle round the back of the mirror, each character aligned with one of the
Twenty-eight Constellations arranged in the form of a square, then to the left was the sun and to
the right the moon. A tortoise, a dragon, a tiger, and a sparrow accorded with these positions.
Around the four sides of the tassel-knob was the legend: “Seventh month mirror™ ( 3,2 55 ).
(Po-yi-chih as quoted by Ku-chin t'u-shu chi-ch’eng, chuan 228, 798.52b)

The Po-yi-chih M4 .40 is a collection of fanciful tales similar to the Yi-yiian. Yu-yang tsa-tsu,
etc. quoted earlier. It was compiled in the T’ang period by Cheng Huan-ku ##5% i . The detailed
mirror description is reminiscent of a known example in some respects (see Figure 20), but the
inscription is not even vaguely comparable, That the mirror illustrated here is of T’ang date is no
doubt 1nstruct1ve As far as I can discover, there is no record of a Hsin Kung of Chin or of the

boats. They lowe; ir nets. One not get any fish at all but found an object in his net
which turned out.to be a niirror. It was not particularly large. Annoyed at the lack of fish he threw
it back into the'water and moved his boat to another spot and dropped his net. Again he fished up
the same mirror and considering the circumstances to be unusual took up the mirror and examined
it. It was 7 to 8 inches [approx. 21-24cm] in diameter. When he looked into the reflecting surface
he saw all his bones, sinews, and entrails. Filled with loathing the fisherman was completely stu-
pefied and collapsed. The others were greatly alarmed and all those who took up the mirror and
gazed at their reflections therein immediately collapsed vomiting all over the place. One who had
not dared to take up the mirror and look into it threw it back into the water. For some time he
attended to the fishermen who had collapsed and vomited. When they regained consciousness they
returned home together convinced that the mirror had magical properties. The next day when they
cast their nets the catch was many times greater than usual and all who had been ill-affected by the
mirror became well after this. Upon asking an old man about it it was learnt that the object came
to light from the lake once every several hundred years and someone always saw it but it was not
known what spirit was connected with the mirror. (Yiian-hua-chi, as quoted by Ku-chin t'u-shu
chi-ch'eng, chuan 227, 798.48a) ‘ ‘

The Yian-hua-chi 4L, , compiled by H agg-fgj
Tang times, is another collection of my ‘ :
contemporaneous atmo rather than factual content.

[129*]Chen-yiian reign-peﬁo |, the'fifteenth year (799 A.D.), a hill in Lan-shan Hsien &%|[[8% , Liu-chou
194 , collapsed-and four bronze Chung-bells were obtained. (T ang-hui-yao, 43, p.778)

[130*) Yiian-ho /U fil reign-period, the second year (807 A.D.), in the first month, it was decreed that the
ancient Ting-cauldrons presented to the Throne from Hu-nan i#l|% were to be handed over to the
Officers. Some time earlier a farmer, T’ang Li-ch’ang 1¥ i of Yung-chou /X /i , digging at the
side of a pathway found an ancient Ting-cauldron, 112 catties in weight [66.77 kilograms] . Being
unusual it was accordingly presented to the Throne. (T's'e-fu yiian-kuei, 25, p.270)

Some indication of the vessel size may be assessed upon comparison with the Anyang “deer” Fang-
Ting-cauldron (R1751) illustrated earlier (Figure 7). The Yung-chou vessel being 6 kilograms
heavier would have been of appreciable size.

[131*]Li Yiian ¥ £l of Ho-tung i 4 lived in the village of Yen-shou near Ch’ang-an RZEEH .In

the early years of the Yiian-ho /CFil reign-period (806-20 A.D.) there was heard a sound like the
i i and then came a burst
stopping. These sounds
f autumn, the night rain
. The next day they found a Fou-vase
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FIGURE 20 Wood-block prints of mir-
rors somewhat reminiscent of that des-
cribed in passage [127] (after Chin-shih-
so, 6 [pages unnumbered]). Rubbings of
similar items appear in Hsiao-chiao
(16.105b) but are not very clear. The
décor contains the four animals in the
inner circle (at least the tortoise, dragon
and tiger — in the second mirror the bird
may be a sparrow); the 28 constellations
are depicted. The inscriptions have
nothing in common with that in the
extract cited. Within these limitations,
however, it i closest example to
he ;details tecorded in passage
n_ all probability mirrors of this
" have inspired the writer of

“this passage.
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{ just over a foot [31.1cm] in height and made of gold. The shape was unusual and ancient —
probably the vessel was over a thousand years old. The poem reads: “Coloured blue as the leaves of
the indigo plant and with a sound comparable to the tones of Ch'ing-chimes # , I will show myself
to you on the seventh eventng of the seventh month.” (Commentary on the Chin-fou-mei-shih,
Chiian T'ang-shih, chuan 867; Ku-chin t'u-shu chi-ch’eng, chuan 192, 795.60a [132*] - slight
character variations)

[133%] At the close of the Yiian-ho reign-period (circa 820 A.D.) there grew in front of the court-yard of
Hsia-hou Yi of Hai-ling #3p¢ B Z alily with flowers several times larger than usual. Considering
it strange they excavated beneath it and obtained a pile of thirteen glazed Hsia-coffers il each
containing a bronze mirror. The seventh of these was shiny and uncorroded and feflected the sun-
light for a yard around it — the remainder were simply disks.of br yang tsa-tsu, chuan
6.3b; cf. Ku-chin t'u-shu chi-ch’eng, chu 8b" ight character variations)

{135*%]Ch’ang-ch’ing e i feign-pefiod, the second year (822 A.D.), in the ninth month, an ancient bronze
vessel was obtained at Fu-fang [t} with an inscription in Seal characters. It was presented to the
Emperor. (Yi-hai 89.23a; quoted from T ang hui-yao)

{136*] During the Ch'ang-ch’ing reign-period (821-24 A.D.), the Duke of Wei %} (i.e. Li Ching i
was in Che-yu #fi 4, . There happened to be a fisherman casting his net into a deep part of the Ch’in-
huai % River. He suddenly noticed the weight was different from usual and while drawing in the
net to the river bank he was amazed to find not even a single fish but only an ancient bronze mirror
a little over a foot in diameter whose light shimmered amongst the ripples. The fisherman fearfully
grabbed it and looked into the reflecting surface. He saw in full detail all his viscera, entrails and
the blood pulsating through his arteries. Horrified at this supernatural manifestation he let the
mirror fall from his trembling grasp. The fishermen discoursed together about the matter near their
dwellings and consequently it came to the ear of the Duke who for a whole year attempted by
numerous methods to have it recovered from the river bed but never again was.the.mirror found.
(Chih-yi-chi, as quoted in Ku-chin t'u-shu chi-ch’eng, chuan 227, 798.48b ; o

The repetition here of the
account [128] above;

; compared with that in the Yiian-hua-chi
,.L,;xzmp%éd fby Li Chiin Z=#& is a further example of
the several collections: T’ang period origin. Although it is a matter of some
debate whether anecdotes of this kind may be affirmed to indicate actual discoveries, I have, never-
theless, incorporated such netices in the Tables which follow shortly.

[137*} During the time of Liu Kung %58 (917-42 A.D.), Lord of the Southern Han (917-71 A.D.) an .
ancient sword was unearthed on Lo-fou Mountain #¢#(!| . It had an inscription in Seal characters
which read: THLKME » IEHEOE > ARG O L LG E K o The interpretation given to
this text is: The Emperor T’ai-tsu of Sung K A8 (960-76 A.D.) was born in the year T % ting-
hai (i.e. 24th year of the cycle: 927 A.D.), thus the inscription states: “When ting and 7K ‘water’
(the element corresponding to the cyclical character 3 hai) are in the same Palace . .,.” In the
second group of five characters are the graphs - “ear”, r1 “mouth™ and |- “king” which in
combination form the character 28 “sage”. The next group of five contains the graphs # “ruler”
and [ “mouth” which together result in the character # “lord”. In the last group of the graphs

i “repeat” and the || “hills” form the character ! “arise”. The meaning is along the lines of:
“In the ting-hai year a wise ruler will appear.” (Ch'iian T’ang-shih, chuan 875)

In both the earlier quoted commentary in the Ch'iian Tan shi the ‘present instance the

above extract the pos1 n be assesgeé“ que"“te e uﬁfely The text of the inscription isone
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fabricated to permit the writer to embark upon a rather astute interpretation of an otherwise
nonsensical assembly of characters. The form of the prophecy which requires individual characters
to be drawn together to create significant meanings, is one employed in the well known Shao-ping-
ko Btk , “Baked Dumpling Song” ascribed to the clairvoyant Liu Chi %/ of early Ming times.
The technique may, of course, be traced back to Han times.

With this extract our collection of accounts of “archaeological finds” recorded from Han
to T’ang times is completed. A few passages in my files have not been incorporated because the
dates of the finds mentioned cannot be determined — omission of this material does not affect the
general appraisals which follow.

7. Slgmflcant Aspect of the Recorde

Originally it was: tentlon sunp y to list the preceding passages with minimal comments
restricted to relevant details concerning the bronze artifacts. However, as we have observed, there
have been found so many textual and historiographical features requiring critical appraisal that it
has been practically impossible to avoid comment upon such aspects of the passages cited. It will,
of course, be appreciated that the extracts assembled here comprise but a minute fraction of the
original compilations and there are, moreover, many other sources of similar scope (lacking our
required information) which are not referred to at all. The extracts cited cannot, therefore, be
claimed to be fully or faithfully characteristic of the entire works from which they are taken,
unless extensive research has been undertaken to test this possibility. It would certainly not be my
aim to imply that such research has been attempted, nor would I seek to create an impression that
any particular History comprises almost wholly unreliable writings just because the sample is at
fault. Yet, it is rather unlikely, it may be granted, that so many questionable features should turn
up as a mere matter of coincidence. If the investigation were concerned with.some other subject
recorded throughout the Histories and one open to re-assessment;1 16 bases of outside con-
trols, a similar series of disconcerting characteristics may ‘well b ected

Such would be the main observation that I we eel justified in offermg — and, further-
more, it might not be entirely presumptious, 1 believe, to remark upon certain dangers that may
attend the concentration of the bulk of a scholar’s research upon a particular dynastic History to
the exclusion of nearly all others. Too great a preoccupation with the content of a single History
may tend to result in a decreasing degree of awareness of the Historians’ methods and approaches
in general, which lack of appreciation in turn must have its effect upon critical judgements. Accord-
ingly the single History soon obtains a status of reliability and infallibility in the mind of the
specialised investigator that transcends reality; those who otherwise ponder upon the problem and
seek to understand the nature of Chinese historiography upon more extensive research soon begin
to question the validity of the more limited approaches.34

34 In making this observation I have in mind two English language papers read at the AAS Meeting, New
York, 1958 of which copies have come my way: Peter Olbricht ‘““The Biography in China™, and Hans H. Frankel
“Objectivity and Bias in Medieval Chinese Historiography™. The reading of these after due consideration of
Clyde B. Sargent’s “Subsidized History — Pan Ku and the Historical Records of the Former Han Dynasty” (Far
Eastern Quarterly, Vollll. 119-43) and the reply by H.H. Dubs *“The Reliability of Chinese Histories” (FEQ,
Vol.VI, No.1. 23-43) seems to demonstrate a distinct tendency towards the urgently needed critical approaches
which must surely develop as a result of overa.ll surveys of the Hlstcmes ‘asiin Fi ankel‘ paper, conducted with
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Investigations into the nature of Chinese historiography offer thus interesting and often
rewarding avenues of research, but it is a time-consuming activity and unless contemporary records
of identical subject matter exist in alternative forms — with which the Historians’ versions may be
_compared, conclusions advanced will often be fraught with uncertainties. In the present survey
something of the potential awaiting the investigator in regard to materials and artifacts mentioned
in the Histories and revealed in recent times by the archaeologist is illustrated. There is room and
ample opportunity for further research along these lines.

Let us now examine briefly the list of discoveries presented in Table 3. From Han times to
Tang there is recorded, with varying degrees of reliability, a total of 146 bronze artifacts dis-

TABLE 3 Record
Weapons, Mirrors,

Quoted Passage ze . Total Number
and Date A tifacts: Manufacture Inscription of Items
1. 116 B.C. Ting-cauldron ? nil. 1
2. 113B.C. Ting-cauldron fake ? nil. 1
3. 7449 B.C. Ting-cauldron W. Chou ins. (? characters) 1
Ch’ien Han: 3 vessels recorded [206 B.C. — 25 A.D.]
4. 63AD. Ting-cauldron ? nil. 1
5. 58-75 A.D. Ting-cauldron E. Chou ins. (4 characters) 1
6. 82A.D. Tsun-vase ? nil. 1
7. 89 A.D. Ting-cauldron W. Chou ins. (12 characters) 1
8. ? Ting-cauldron Han nil. 1
Hou Han: § vessels recorded [25-220 A.D.]
9. 249AD. Ting-cauldron 2
10. 260 A.D. Ting-cauldron 1
11. 220-65 A.D. Hsia-coffe; 1
12. 266 A.D. T ing—cé!;ig'_ron ? 1
13. 275 A.D. Talley. "+ Chan-kuo ins. (? characters) 1
14. 281 A.D. Sword Chan-kuo nil, 1
15. 314 A.D. To-bells E. Chou nil, 5
16. 318 A.D. Chung-bell E. Chou ins. (18 characters) 1
17. 339 A.D. Chung-bells E. Chou nil, 4
18. 345 A.D. Sheng-pin ? nil. 1
19. 361 A.D. Chung-bell E. Chou nil. 1
20. 369 A.D. To-bell ? ? - nil. 1
21. 416 AD. Chung-bells E. Chou ins. (160 characters) 6
22. 418 AD. Chung-bells E. Chou nil. 12
23. 420 A.D. ? ? nil, 10+
San-kuo, W. and E. Chin: 48+ vessels, etc. [220-420 A.D.]
24, 436 A.D. Ting-cauldron ? i 1
25. 424-52 A.D. Tou-ladle H ; i '

-

26. 444 A.D. Ting-cauldso; characters)
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27. 445 A.D. " Chung-bell E. Chou

nil. 1

28. 456 A.D. Chung-bells E. Chou nil, 7
29, 456 A.D. Chung-bells E. Chou nil. 6
30. 463 A.D. Ku-drum Han nil, 1
31. 468 A.D. Chung-bell E. Chou nil. 1
32. 469 A.D. Ting-cauldron ? nil. 1
33. 466-71 A.D. Coins Han ins. (4 characters) 2
34, 471 A.D. Ting-cauldron E. Chou nil. 1
35. 478 A.D. Chung-bell E.Chou ins. (? characters) 1
36. 478 A.D. Ting-cauldron ? nil, 1
37. 479 A.D. Chih-halberds E. Chou ins. (? characters) 2
38. 479 A.D. Chung-bell il. ‘ 1
39. 484 A.D. Ting-cauldron 1
40. 485 A.D. Ting-cauldron ? characters) 1
41. 486 A.D. ‘ 1
42. 487 A.D. 1
43, 489 A.D. 1,000,000
44. 491 AD. . 1
45, 492 A.D. ins. (4 characters) 12,700
46. 479-502 A.D. Chung-bells : 2,

Hsien-steamers : 2,

Tsun-vases : 2,

Tou-bowls : 2,

Lei-vases : 2. 10
47. 503 A.D. Ch’iian-measure Han ? 1
48. 507 A.D. Kou-buckle Han ins. (8 characters) 1
49, c. 530 A.D. Tsun-vases: 2 Chan-kuo ins. (9 characters) 7

Various : 5§ Han ins. (various )
50. c. 530 A.D. ? ? ins. (? characters) 1

Northern and Southern Dynasties: 52 vessels, etc. * [420-580 A.D.]

51. 648 A.D. Ting-cauldron i 1
52. 684-710 A.D. Mirror 1
53. 721 A.D. Tsun-vase 1
54. 723 A.D. . 2
55. 725 A.D. ins. (13 characters) 5
56. 733 A.D. ins. (? characters) 1
57. 734 A.D. ng-cauldron ? nil, 1
58. 742 A.D. “Ting-cauldron ? nil. 1
59. 744 A.D. Chi-halberd (7) ? ins. (2 characters) 1
60. 742-56 A.D. Mirror Han ins. (29 characters) 1
61. 785-804 A.D. Mirror Han nil. 1
62. 799 A.D. Chung-bells E. Chou nil. 4
63. 807 A.D. Ting-cauldron Chou nil. 1
64. 806-20 A.D. Fou-vase ? nil, 1
65. c. 820 A.D. Mirrors Han nil. 13
66. 822 A.D. ? Chou ins. (? characters) 1
67. 821-24 A.D. Mirror Han nil, 1
68. 917-42 A.D. Sword Han + ins. (20 characters) 1

Sui and T’ang: 38 vessels, etc. [581-907 A.D.]

covered over and above coins (1,012,702) and other antiques. This o ‘all?"é‘iZVerage"Bf approximate-
ly 14 bronzes per century is extremely low, .and to ethe all variety of vessel-types
defined, must lead us to -t h ‘t the records are quite incomplete. As far as the Han




524 Noel Barnard
period is concerned, the mention of only eight bronzes — all but one are Ting-cauldrons — must
surely be far below the number and variety of ancient bronze ritual vessels actually unearthed over
the four centuries covered by the Ch’ien Han-shu and the Hou Han-shu. The paucity of record here
and even in the later sources up to the close of the T’ang period (these separately average about 20
bronzes per century) results, no doubt, from various possible circumstances: the reports of many
finds failed to reach the Capital, notices officially recorded went astray long before the compilation
of the Dynastic Histories commenced, in the final compilation of the Histories only the more
significant of whatever records were then available were entered, with the whole period before him
the compiler selected only such entries as he deemed suitable for his purposes; etc.

Another factor which seems to have influenced the choice of entries is the general interest
shown throughout particular penods (ord the resp‘ ive co 7)for particular vessel-types,

~ cauldrons; through Western and Eastern Chin
mprise the largest group of entries; during the Northern and Southern
Dynasties both Ting-c: -and Chung-bells are listed together with other items but Chung-bells
form the largest group; in the T’ang period Ting-cauldrons again reign supreme but in the collec-
tanea of fanciful stories compiled in T°ang times the emphasis is laid upon mirrors. These and
related features may be noted in Table 3.

The problem now confronting us is to decide whether the “fashion™ for one vessel-type to
dominate the others was, indeed a contemporaneous matter, or simply another aspect of the
manipulations of the compilers. Perhaps the situation in T’ang period sources provides part of the
answer — that mirrors were excavated from time to time is clearly manifested in the supplementary
sources notwithstanding their unreliable character. Lack of record in the T’ang Histories (or, for
that matter, in those before) does not necessarily mean that discoveries of mirrors did not occur,
nor does this negative evidence imply that records of such discoveries were not officially received
or accepted for filing. On the contrary, further study of the Table will show that the lack of Ting-
cauldron notices in the Western and Eastern Chin period, the la f discoveries of bells from
Ch’ien Han to San-kuo, etc. are phenomena of similar; if't gnificance. It would be most
unlikely that consistent policies were mamtame ers throughout the respect-
ive periods so as to effect so artificial a situation -

During this period of a thousand years there were found 50 Chung-bells, 30 Ting-cauldrons,
6 Tsun-vases, 6 To-bells; 14 mirrors, half-a-dozen weapons and just over 30 miscellaneous items.
Amongst the latter are 2 Hsien-steamers*, 2 Tou-bowls*, 2 Lei-vases*, a P’an-basin*, a Fou-vase,
an Ou-bowl*, several small items and a dozen undefined artifacts. Those with asterisks are dis-
tributed amongst two finds — 479-502 A.D. and 530 A.D. — thus amongst the greater bulk of the
discoveries the variety of vessel-types is limited to Chung-bells, To-bells, Ting-cauldrons, and Tsun-
vases. There are no reports of Chia- or Chiieh-wine-cups, Ku-beakers, Kuei-tureens, Ho-kettles, Yu-
wine-flasks, Hu-vases and other such vessel-types, discoveries of which have commonly been re-
corded over the last thousand years since Sung times. It is highly improbable that such vessel-types
failed to appear and that no official notices entered the archives. Again we must assume lack of
record in the Histories is due either to the manipulations of the compilers, or the incompleteness
of archival notices available to them. That generations of archivists, for a thousand years, succeeded
consistently in effecting this incompleteness is, of course, just a little too difficult to believe.

It has been possible to determine the datmg of a large p of ‘the artlfacts with

Chung-be]ls and To be




s of Discoveries of Bronze Vessels in Literary Sources

TABLE 4 Chronological Distributions of Bronze Artifacts
Reported from Han to T’ang Times.

A: Vessel-types, weapons, etc. as reported in each general period.
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Bronze Ch'ien Hou San- W. & E. N. & 8. Sui & Total
Artifacts Han Han kuo Chin Dynasties  T'ang
1. Ting-cauldrons 3 4 4 - 7 12 30
2. Tsun-vases - 1 - 1 6
3. Chung-bells 4 50
4, Mirrors 17 17
s. To-bells - 6
6. Swords 1 2
7. Halberds : 1 3
8.  Miscellaneous = - - 2 11+ 17 2 32+
9. Coins - - - - (1,012,702) - -
3 5 6 42+ 52 38 146+
B: Periods of manufacture, inscription associations, and quantity.
Period of No. of Finds with No. of
Manufacture Finds Inscriptions Artifacts
1. Undatable 32+
2, Chou 4
3. W. Chou 8
4, E. Chou 67
5. Chan-kuo . 4
6. Han 31
65 22 146+ (35 with
inscriptions)
C: Periods of manufacture in association with periods of discovery, and quantity.
Period of Undatable Western Eastern Chan-
Discovery Artifacts Chou Chou Chou kuo Han Total
1. Ch’ien Han 2 - 1 - - - 3
2. Hou Han 2 - 1 1 - 1 S
3. San-kuo 4 - - - 1 1 6
4, W. & E. Chin 42+
S. N. & S. Dyn. 52
6. Sui & T’ang 38

146+
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undatable — possibly some Shang and Chou materials may have been present amongst these and a
few items might be later than Han. If my dating, based upon inscriptions and general descriptions,
is reasonably correct, the apportionment amongst Western Chou, Eastern Chou, and Han seems
to be more or less as it should be. Han materials, perhaps, should amount to more but this may be
due to the difficulty of differentiating between Chan-kuo period vessels and those of Han within
the limitations of descriptions or clues given in the records. We may possibly consider this general
situation as being somewhat significant although the basis of dating is not too secure in some cases.
It would seem to indicate that an appreciable proportion of the discoveries recorded are reliable.
This impression gains strength when we consider the fact that only a few attempts were made to
assess the dates of the vessels and in practically every :;uch ifistance he cbntemporary assessments
have been shown to be mcorrect qute few of escriptionsillustrate clearly that the vessels
belong to generally. de: ~ sséls so described seem for the most part to have
been authentic ite stlonable ltems may, nevertheless, be recognised as such from several of
the descriptions.
In Table 4-may be studled the distribution of “datable™ artifacts amongst the six general
periods. Unfortunately, however, the proportion of “undatable” artifacts makes it almost imposs-
ible to attempt interpretations of any real value. Perhaps one might remark upon the tendency
towards a more normal chronological range in the last two periods and note that in the first three
periods paucity of record rather than a lack of clues to allow chronological assessments results in
the uncertain range-patterns there. .
It is important to note the number of inscribed artifacts. From the 68 recorded finds, there
are 22 with inscribed bronzes (coins omitted). Altogether 35 items of the total of 146 artifacts are
inscribed (approx. 25%). Several of the inscriptions are obviously spurious (or they are possibly
the invention of the compilers) and others appear on mirrors, weapons, etc.; if omitted from the
present total the proportion of inscribed bronze vessels (9%) accords closely with that of exca-
vations conducted over the last few decades (11%). Record of the numbers. of characters and of
transcriptions of the inscriptions together with the 1 inscribed items are points
which augur well the possible authennmtyi. f the m . ‘articles. This in turn would
appear to indicate that the entries of Ainscribed-bronzes may have been taken from actual records
of the discoveries. If, hewever, there should be doubt as to the overall validity of certain of the
records, the compilers: coricerned must clearly have had access to authentic inscribed vessels, or to
sources containing reliable descriptions of the vessels together with rubbings of the inscriptions.
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